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went, Sc. was the Subject of Converia” on; 
Iny Prieng endeavoured to perſuade theſe Re- 
KY vere Gentlemen; to comply with the. Ap- 
poimment; but finding their Difficultics not 
ſuffe deni removed, he, fromm a pure Regard to the Intereſt of 
this Church and Nation, publiſhed the Sum of the Argument in 


in opening their Eyes. 
TWO Authors have undertab en to 0 ſatisfy: all Doubs a Scr. 
ples, but willing to monophlize the whole of the Honour, they 
dt only exthide the Layman from his zuſt Share; but would 


ciple. 


Reading or Obeying;“ and therefore finds Fault with Tit. iii. 


a tended, the contrary of which is indeed true Ktdiffuade Mibi- 
ſters fram publiſning this Law: yet if he vns!ſe weak as to 


fancy the Law, wrong and unequal, he might. in all Propcisty; 


get the cenſured Scripture, that every one lay fee his Sei- 


* 
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bak Meeks ago, ſeveral Gertz EY 
1: . = hooſe in the Country, the Act of Parlia- 


1 Leiter to — hoping that ſome one Or ottter would conchr a 


have the World believe he is moved by a very different Prin- =& 
The Publiſher "of the! Lawfulneſs; 8 .*rakesit. for 
granted, pag. 17, That the Letter is calculated againſt 


1. becauſe on the Title-page. I hope this Auther will. not 


; urge Obedience to any human Power in Oppolyignit: the, Teſ--- 
3 timony of Conſcience : Suppoſing then the: Ze. really in- 
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Layman LETTER, Sc. 


N OME Weeks ago, ſeveral Ceeniitiels meeting | 
a == houſe in the Country, the Act of Parlia- 
went, Se. was the Subject of Coverla on; 
my Frieng endeavoured to perſuade theſe Re- 
vereuch Gentlemen, to comply with the Ap- 
poimment; but findiog their Difficultics not 
ſufficiently removed, he, from a pure Regard to the Intereſt of 
this Church and Nation, publiſhed the Sum of the Argument in 
a Letter to hoping that ſome one Or other: would concur — 
in opening their Eyes. | 

TW⁵o Authors have undertaben to G fatiefy: all Doch 4011 Scr: : 
ples, but willing to monophlize the whole of the Honour, they 


tt only extlide the Layman from his juſt - Share, but would 


have the World believe he is moved by à wery different Prin- 
The Publiſher ot the! Lowfillneſs; Yee. takes it for 

granted. pag. 17, That the Letter is calculated againſt 
* Reading or Obeying;“ and therefore finds Fault With Tir. iii. 2 
1. becauſe on the Title - page. I hope this Auther will not 
urge Obedience to any human Power in Oppoſuien 10 the Teſ⸗ 
timony of Conſcience : Suppoſing then the ZLayman really in⸗ 
tended, the contrary of which is indeed true: to: Giſfuade Mibi- 
ſters from publiſhing this Law; yet it ber was ſo: weak as to 
fancy the Law, wrong and unequal, he might, in all Propriety; 
pretix the ceaſured Scripture, that gyery one ma) ſee his Sei i- 


wy A 3 4 mente 


ments are even congake with a Text, which, of all othas 


might be thought to ſtand moſt. oppoſite : But ſome Men 
are ſo fond to pick a Quarrel, that rather than loſe any Opportu- 
nity, diyine Truth muſt ſpeak contrary, to itſelf, ——1 ſhall be 
glad it this Author equally well reconcile the Spirit and Geniug 
of his Performance, particularly pag. 21. 22. with the Chara- 

r on his Title-page, HARMLEss As Doves. . 

; PbeAnſwerer of the Queries repreſents, P. 5, the Publiſher 
of any Doubts in the preſent Caſe, as imitating the conſtant 


Practice of Perſons diſaffected to our Eſtabliſhment, who fiſh 


out ſome plauſible Matter to engage the few weak Clergy. in 


the Kingdom in Meaſures againſt it, which, ſays he, they 


never better ſucceeded. in than by raiſing a Cry that the 
* Church, that is their Stipends, were in Danger.' The ſmal- 


leſt Reflection was ſufficient io ſhaw, that this Cry could, 


neper be raiſed by the Writers in Oppoſition to the Law 
if there are any ſuch, for by complying witk their Deſign, 
_ Miniſters don't preſerve but endanger their Stipends.—— 


Tis aCry peculiar to thoſe who de fend the Act. But if this 


. Gentleman will have it to proceed only from the Enemies of our 
Conſtitution, let him ſtand condemn d by the Words of his own 
Mouth, p. 16, To condeſcend as much as poſſible to the 
f Weakneſs of ſome, ſuppoſe the Act rigorous, yet ſhould not 


* milies, prevail with them.* And . 19, I hope the Odium 


7 and Miſery to which the Contraveeners of this Act are like» | 


7 y to be expoſed will have Weight. 


It is not my Intention to follow theſe Authors into all the | 


- By-paths they have taken, or to animadvert on every parti: 
- cular Hardſhip the Church has undergone in former Times, 
many of which are huddled. together to point out a Precedent, 
a Way of doing that ddes not ſay a great deal for the Goodneſs 
"oft their Cauſe, — My Buſineſs ſhall be, /, To conſider, how 
notwithſtanding any Thing they haveſaid by Way of Ar- 
ent, the Clergy's Objections contained in the Layman 8 
= remain unanſwer'd, And, ad, ſhall enquire into 
« theſe. Caſes they are pleaſed to call parallel, and ſhow, that, in 
pur Apprehenſion, they are by no Means loch, and can't ob- 
e the preſear PM: ; 


* the Danger to which they expoſe——themſelves and Far 


- "TE KY 


It would ſwell this Paper, far 9 Deſign, to repre?- 
ſent a new the Layman's Argument in full Form, therefore 
the: Reader is deſired to conſult the Letter itſelf as we go along. 

Both our Authors ſeem to admit the Subſtance. of his firſt 
Obferyation, and agree, that Miniſters of the Goſpel are not 


_ proper Heralds of the Civil Law, Sb. yet one of them (a) 


* 


thinks the Clergy will acknowledge, that this is a habile Way of 
notifying any Act of the Legiſlature, when at the ſame Time 
he knows that a great Part of the Letter (6) ſhews that it is not 
a neceſſary or habile Way; and that indeed the Pulpit, and the 
Lord's Day, eſpecially the Time ſet apart for publick Worſhip, 
are in no one Inſtance proper for the Publication of any Law, 
but ſuch as Miniſters ſhould: approve in every Particular, and 
warmly recommend; and it will appear afterwards, with re- 
ſpect to all the Laws cited by theſe Authors, of which Miniſ- 
ters were required to be Heralds, that the Legiſlature in ſo enac- 
ting, intended they ſhould carry along with them the Sanction 
of the Clergy. — Phe Author of the Zawfulneſs, p. 12. 
thinks, That granting it were a Piece of Diſreſpect put upon 


Miniſters, yet they are not to ſtand upon Punctilio's of 


Honour. So ſays the Layman; but ſtill they are bound to 
maintain the Dignity and Privileges of their Office, with a ſingle 
Regard to the Honour of their glorious Maſter : 'The Apoſtles 
ſaid, It is not Reaſon they ſbould leave the Wordof God and 
ſerve Tables, Acts vi. 2. And perhaps it may be inferred, 
that Miniſters of the Goſpel ſhould not interrupt their ſacred, 
Miniftrations on the Lord's Day, and act the Part of publick Cri- 


ers andPrftiaimers of civil Edits. Beſides, this Author never 


once obſerves the Reply in the Letter, p. 6. That giving Way to 
a Precedent of this Kind, may have the worſe Conſequences, 
in regard the Appointment ſeems to reſpe& Miniſters, not ſo. 
much as particular Subjects, or Individuals, but as a Society. 
as Churchmen, an aſſociated Body, ſome how contradiſtinguiſn- 


ed from the Commonwealth. 


- The Letter maintains, That neither the Clergy of Scot- 
land nor England were ever appointed to publiſh any Acts of 


the Britiſh Parliament, and moſt certainly never under a Fe- 


nalty 


tO Quer. 2. 6. Ci) 7. 6.7, d. at. ci 


. 
7 — 
GG 


maſty ; he anſwers p. 18. The Letter Writer ſeems to be a 
young Gentleman of Wit and Spirit, but he has not had 
much Experience of the World, nor is well vers'd in publick 
Affairs, nor a good Hiftorian, —for the Proclamation of the 
Convention of States, Sc. did require Miniſters, . to read 
* this Proclamation publickly from their Fulpits, &v.—and ſince | 
that Time Miniſters have been required to read the Proclama- y 
© tions of Sovereigns on the Lord's Day.“ My Friend is obli- ; 
ged to him for the firſt Part of the Character, and frankly 
owns he is ſo unacquainted with the World and Hiſtory, that, 
till this Moment, he never knew that a Proclamation of the 
Convention of States, 17 Years e're a Britiſh Parliament had 
a Being, or that a King's Proclamation, is one and the ſame: 
Thing with an Act of that Parliament, it would have been 
more worthy of this Hiſtorian to infer, that becauſe in a Mar- 
gina! Note the Layman ſays, The Brethren know, that ſince 
the Revolution, they were appointed to read an Act of the Scots 
Parliament, that therefore they deny they were ever appointed 
fince that Time to read any other Law, Proclamation or A& 
(a). To the fame Purpoſe I heard a Gentleman t'other Day 
warmly contending, That the Parliament had enacted, that 
no Man ſheuld eat Blood under a Penalty ; obſerve how 
he prov'd the Fact, For, ſaid he, the Jewiſh Law forbids it. 
Upon Enquiry I found he was apt to miſtake one Law for a- 
nother, having contracted a Dimneſs in his Eyes by turning o- 
ver old muſty Records. 55 | 
FThe Layman obſerves, 24ly, for the Reaſons mentioned p. 6. 
7. 8. That tho' the proper Officers for publiſhing Civil Laws 
are not bound to examine their Conterfts, yet when the Ap- 
pointment extends to any Set of Men, whoſe Office it is not, 
they, and eſpecially Miniſters, ſhould look into the Contents 
of what they are to publiſh on the Lord's Day in Time of pu-: 
blick Worſhip, ſo as to be ſatisfied in their own Mind, that at 
leaſt it carries ig it nothing wrong, or any ways injurious, te. 
Fe. Man- 


- 


ca) Tho! this Author hath unjuſtly attacked the Layman, yet it may 
be laid that tis equally, if not more reaſonable, that Miniſters ſhould o: 
bey the Appointment of a Britiſh Parliament, than that of the Conven. 
tion of States, or of any King whatever: The Anſwer to this you'll bad 


towards the End of our Defence. LY 
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Mankind: Tis added, That this is not the enthuſiaſtical Whit 
of Scots Clergymen, but was the Sentiment of ten thouſand 
Clergymen in 1688, the whole Clergy indeed of England, 
two hundred only excepted, a Sentiment that had the Teſtimo- 
ny of almoſt the whole Nation. 


The Conduct of the Miniſters of Scotland on the firſt Sab- 


_* Sath of Auguſt, ſaving a very inconſiderable Number, per- 


haps not ſix or ſeven, is Demonſtration that all of them are fo 


weak as not to approye ofthe Act. Q. in its whole Frame 
. and Contexture; if therefore the Reaſoning of the Layman, 
under this Particular, is good and juft, our Authors muſt give 
up the Argument; and ſo it is that they have not attempted fo 
much as to weaken its Force. The Publiſher of the Lauiul- 
ne ſ, &. is pleaſed indeed to inſert, p. 34. That the Order of 
King James requiring the Clergy to read the Declaration for 
2 a boundleſs Toleration, &. is caſt up a Parallel to this Act 
but he hopes not by the Zetter-writer to blacken the King 


and Parliament. He enters on a Detail of ſeveral Reaſons, 


© - Which determined the Clergy not to read the Declaration, and 
ane It is amazing to me that ſuch a Declaration by a Po- 


piſh King, calculated for the Overthrew of the Proteſtant 


«\ Religion, and the Eſtabliſhment of Popery in its Room, ſhould 
© be brought into Compariſon with a Law enacted by a Pro · 
-* teſtant King and both Houſes of Parliament, Sc. The 
Reader will be ſurpriſed when I put him in mind, that the Lei- 


ter-writer is ſo far from running the Parallel, or bringing theſe 


' Caſes into Compariſon, that he expreſly declares they are not 


equal.— We don't ſpeak, /ays he, pag. 8. of the peculiar Rea- 


ſons of the Clergy for refuſing to read the Declaration, nor 
pretend that our Caſe is in all Reſpects equally ſtraitning with 
| -theirs. The Declaration was founded on the Claim of a dit- 
;penſing Power aſſumed by the King: This Act bath theAuthori- 
ty of both King and Parliament.--Theſe are my Friend's Words, 
judge ye if this Author has treat him in a genteel or fair Man- 


ner: Can he vindicate himſelf from all Malice or ill Defiga.ia 


inſinuating an Intention to blacken our preſent gracious King 
and Parliament? — The Layman only obſerves the general 
; Principle of the Engliſh Clergy; it ſeemed neceſſary to them 


* fl ths as A Rule, Ti hat they ought to Publiſ ws, in 
| ne 


* 


= 
- > 
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Time of Divine Service but that. "wbich ths, afihrov8d 
of — This is the Rule——a Rule that s equally applicable in 
all Cafes. The Authority enjoining can make no Alteration. 
| The Nature of the Thing is ſtill the ſame. But hear our 
N Author— They were of different Sentiments amongſt them - 

| « ſelves, whether the imple reading was an Approbation 
they had many ſtrong and unanſwerable Reaſons why they 
© would not read.“ p. 35. But is it not Mill Fact, that they 
made this a particular diſtin& Ground by itſelf, that they could 
. intermix nothing with divine Worſhip they did not approve oft 
— This was too narrow a Point to ground their: Refuſal u- 
15.— Alt ſeems they were of another Mind than this 
RG and faw it neceſſary to make a Stand for their Li- 
berty, that ſo Hardfhips of that Kind might not be impoſed on - 
them in Time coming (a): And I ſhall only add, that ſeeing 
they acknowledged the King as Head of their Churth, and ſub- 
ſcribed the Rubrick, which dire&s them to read what the King 
. enjoins, if our Author's Principles are carry d to the utmoſt, 
they ought to have publiſhed the King's Declaration, it was not 
proper for them to enquire whether its Contents were juſt ot 
not (6). 
The Layman in the 3d Place, p. 95 proves, That if Mini- 
ſters, tho conſidered only as Heraulds, any who apprehend, 
1 or are perſuaded (whether the Perſuaſion be juſt or unjuſt 
f does not alter the Caſe) that a Law is harſh, ſevere or une- 
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qual, they ought rather to lay down their Office, than have an 
F active hand in making it publick.—— One of our Authors. I 
h ſuppoſe, is too good a Divine to deny this.—-The other (e) 
'F | ſeems to have dealt in Matters too high for him, witneſs his 
1 1ith Page, — What does he mean? — Will he aſſert, that 
_ a Man in any Caſe may warr antabiy go centrary-to the Dic- 
"BF tates of his ,own Mind? or that Conſcience, ſuppoſe it in 
*» the wrong, muſt not be his Guide, till he is better inform'd? 
4 By what other Rule ſhall he walk?, by the Conſcience of 
| | - another /——He ſpeaks of Miniſters not being called to ſuffer in 
4 Support * the Truth of a Propoſition in mas Sciences. "ths 

iN 


” if 


x | ( Burnet's Hiſthry Vo I, Fol. Ed. 53 . (3) See: likewiſe ths. | 
; Anſwer to the Quenes, 7. +4 hol ae of i the Queries, 


[4 


. 


\ 
7 rr 


this Act a Point of meer Speculation Dor daes it & C5 f Th 
niſter no more than a Mathematical Problem? Im indeed of the 
Queriſt's Opinion (a) That tis every honeſt Man's Duty 
* to maintain Truth in all Caſes, and in all Events, and would 
2 © think it a great Grievance if I were to be put to Peak, orf 
ay other Way puniſhed, for refuling to abjure the 9 00 
a Propoſition 1 in Euclid; tho' Religion be not at all Concerhe 
© there; and a Man may be ſav d without believing one of 
* thetn; is jt fiot 4. Clergy man's Duty 0 maintain even his 
© civil Privileges? SS. 
To proceed, the Letter, P. 20, ho 53 that beef 
are, no doubi, Fart of a Law. The ſame Act enacts the peh 
and ſtatutory Parts, and theſe are but one Law. And tis ob= 
us, and even demonſtrable; that the Error of i many Laws 
hes dire&ly in connecting unjuſt Puniſhments with Diſobedis 
ence: If, for the better Policy of the City. of Edinburgh, it Wers 
enacted. that the Water -bearers ſhould attend the Wells in 
given Order; 4 but in Caſe of the leaſt Failure, that is, if the 
of in Order ſtept in to the Place of the Sth, it ſhould be laws 
ful for this 5th to take away the Life of the 6th with Iinpunity: 
the mandatory Fart is good, yet ſcarce can we Coriceive 4 
Law. more ſevere, more unjuſt and £01.trary to Right. 
The Author of Laufulneſt, &. p. 34» hopes to {a 
rid of this Suppoſition, by calling it extravagant becauſe 1 
makes the fifth Waterman Judge in a Matter of Life an 
- Death, Se. — But, to ſtrip this Suppoſition of its ie fog 
Extravagance, put the Caſe, that the Parliament, enact, that 
the ſixih, pon being convict of kis having ſtept into the 
Face of the fifth, ſhall be puniſhed by Death, and Confiſea 
ion of Moveables, Se. may we not Fill ſay, that ſuppoſe 
ihe mandatory. Part is good, yet ſcarce can we conceive a. Law 
More ere. more unjuſt, and contrary to Right. From 
;this plain nſtance, to which a thouſand: might be added, the 
Letter conclud $S, p. 21. That Laws may become umuft from 
the Sanction, as Well as the Command, and that therefore 
the. Publication in either Caſe muſt be equally criminal. , This 
4 ſupported by Arguments to which no. Anſwer is given.; the 
ov Author is es to N bis . Ahe 1 


69 00 Clery: 4 4 
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He indeed produces a..Simile, pag. 33. A Father com : 
manding his Son to improve in Learning, and attend the School 
otherways he will cut out his Ears, and concludes, * Here the © | 
15 * Letter wruer may ſee an unjuſt Penalty is connected with = 

f Diſobedience, .a9d_ yet the Son's  Diſobedience cannot for = 
; this Reaſon be excuſed. . Mighty Diſcovery ! This the Zei- 
i ter- writer knew very well before, and figures a much ſtranger 
'Z Caſe page 22. He asks the Brethren, * Had the Parliament en- 1 
T joined your religious Obſervance of the Lord's Day under = 
; | © the like Cenſure with the preſent Act, would it not have been 
1 b plain Duty to obey? And afterwards he makes them ac- 
1 knowledge, that this would not Warrant their Neglect of the 


I. | Sabbath ; ut then they ſhow that this and every other Exam- 
[1 ple of a like Nature, are by no means parallel to the prelaht 


Now, let me ask if any one who reads this Author's Suppo- 
ſition of the Father and the Son, and his Addreſs to the Lays 
man, would imagine that the Zetter had- put. a Caſe equally 
ſtrong, and proved, by a Chain of Reaſoning, that theſe In- 
Nances are not at all applicable to the preſent Purpoſe. This is 
but one Specimen of our Author's Candor and Ingenuity. 
The Letter obſerves, That ſich Examples only contain Du» 
ties, to which we are antecedently and indiſpenſibly bound, 
and ought to obſerve them with the greateſt Care, tho“ nor 
-enjoined by any human Authority , — Thus, with reſpe& io 
his Simile, is it not the neceſſary and unchangeable Duty of 
2 Son to be concerned about his own Education and good 
Inſtruction, C? Is that the Caſe of Miniſters, with re. 
ſpect to reading ſuch” Acts of Parliament as the preſent? 
Whoever reads this Act, does it ſolely in Obedience to the 
preſent Law, neither his Character as a Subject or a Mini- 

. Ker, gives Riſe to any Antecedent, to any other Obligation. 
Beſides, in many Caſes, Compliance to à Law ſanctioned 
with unjuſt Penalties. carries in it ſuch Submiſſion andAcknow- 
. ledgment, that even that Obedience, which otherwiſe might 
have been granted, ſhould be refuſed, and our Liberty afſerted. 
Thus to jaſtance bis, Father and Son; ſhould the Father 
command the Son tô wipe his Shoes every Morning, we 
mall allow that the Son ought to obey 3 but if the Father oo, 
1 . lat | 


N 


1 1 
chat in caſe of a Neglect, he will thruſt a Dagger into bis 
Breaſt; or, if our Author pleaſes, cut dut his Ears, we ere 
not Bic but the Son ought to bid ſuch a Father R eu. 
But further, in ſuch Inftances, we have nothmng-at all te do 
- with the Penalty, here it muſt be read the Olery miilÞ pigh- 
im theſe very Words of the Law, which cloſely join the ka- 
tutory and penal Patt together. And II ventüre to f für- 
ther with my Friend, That he he promulgates any Law and 
its Sanctions, purely in Obeqietes to ie Nithority appoint- 
ing him, thereby acknowledges the P6wer ef the Legziſlature ſo 
to enact under foch Sanctions; that is, it che preſent Caſe, A- 
knowledges the Power of the Parliament to threaten, and 
ctbally to incapacitate the Miniſter s H this Ohurch, even while 
"be legal Miniſter (a) to si or OE in any of her Judiea- 
' Tories. What elſe but ſuch! 2 Pei fw AHHn n= _ 5 2 
Miniſters publim the ſtatutory, but not the petia! Ea 
Im aware this Gentleman may faney he has monte 
Breat Part of the 'Arguinetit, by aſſeing. y 3 3d, , That he 
"« ſees no Neceſſity, nay, nor Obligation on Miniſters, when 
* they read the Act, to read this Clauſe. But i is not chis 
Sanction a Part of the A&%—— Does not the Parliament re- 
© quire, not only that this' Act, i. c. ſurely the Whole, every 
Part and Particular ſnall be read, but that it mall be read, 
bereby directed Will this Author's want of Eyes alter idle 
Nature of Things, or make that no Part of che Act which "DM 
the Legiſlature has made a Part thereof The Intention, | 
continues be, of this Penalty, is tõ be a Compullitory, and 
to oblige Minifters 10 obey: When then Miniſters read the 
C AR, the End of annexing ſuch a Penalty unto it is obtain d. 
and the Uſe for which it was deſigned ceaſeth; it is to no 
Purpoſe to mention it to the dre e, whey have no Man- 
ns net of Intereſt or Concern therein; | "74 Ae 
Who told this Gentleman ſo? The Partiirvent by annex« 
ig this Penalty, declare and teach the Clergy; thatithey have 
Power ſo to threaten and actually inflict; many [Miniſters 
have taught their Feople the contrary. The Parliament for 
the Beyer Notification, commande this Law to oy en in the 
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"Gburch twelve Times. ia one Year ? And RL cat "las but 
at by appointing, the Miniſters to read this whole AR, to 
* the Whole, 4s hereby directed; Who can ſay, but that 


this they intended that the ſame Mouth which led the 
Zongregation into an Error, ſhould convince them of their 
Miſtake, and let them ſee the Parliament i is inyeſted with o: 
1 Pawers than they imagined 7 
don't aſſert this as a poſitive Truth; my Deſign j is to let + 
this Author know, that tis eaſy to kgure one Hypotheſis in |} 
Heston io another; but in Reality, the Layman has 1avght 3 
As that it is not gurs,. that tis too much Prelumption to 
"this or the other part of the Act; If one; ſays he, 
64 99 may pretend there's no Need when obeying, io read 
dhe penalty in cale of Diſobedience,—— Another bg ſay, 
y. 70 ple: know their Penalty if they ſhall-harbour the Fugi- 
| 12 by need! ſpend Time in reading this Part.— A third 
nows that mentioning both Houſes of Parliament, expreſſes 
-#he hole Anthority, and ſo. ſees no Need to pronounce 
Hr Spiritual. Nos 
Thus every one may and out a different Reaſon agaioft 
reading different Parts of the Act, until the Whole is mutilate 
bo) taken away Piece meal, or perhaps a. quite oppoſite. Sub- 
Mie in its Place. Are we thus to aſſign the Reaſon and In- 
 $eption of the Parliameat, i in appointing, this ar the other Clauſe 
to be read ? 9 Are. we, tho: but Heraulds, arrogantly to deter · 
mine When that Reaſon ceaſes, when the Law is here altoge- 
. filent 2 * This, we're afraid, is tio ridiculeMajeſty, and (es 1 
ne aboye the higher Powers. 3 
'S return, for the Reaſons. hinted, and more ſully. con- 
| 5 d in the Layman's third Obſeryation, P. 9, 20, 21, 28. 
ut appears, That if Mioiſters, tho conſidereq only as Heraulds; 
hom apprehend, or are perſwaded (whether the Perſwa- 
| on be juſt or not, Joes not alter the Caſe) that a Law, 2 
besen of i its Commands, or N. B. its Sanctians, is harfh, 
ere, or pnequal, they ought, until better informed, rather 
15 haye an active Hand in publiſhing, ſuch à Law, and be 
Rios, eſpecially on the LoRD's Day, in Time of Divine 
Fer yice, 13 accept of the E and ſubmit to the 
eit be 9 Penalty. 7 oe the Ee: Feile f furtber ſhows, that thi 
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is pretty plain, tho it ſhould be granted (a "Thing indeed we 
by no Means give up) that readiag or publiſhing in no "Cafe 
infers an Approbation, which at once ſuperſedes the Inſtances 
in our Author's 31ft and 32d Pages, not to ſay that they ap- 
pear at firſt Sight foreign to what he intends to prove 
Now, the Layman cautiovſly obſerves, p. 9. that he will not 
make any cloſe Application of theſe Things to the Purpoſe in 


; | - Hand, his Antagoniſt ungenerovſly takes the Advantage of his 


nodeſt Expreſſion, and that of the doubting Clergy ; and in 
is Addreſs to the People, tells them, p. 47. The Natutory 
- . Part of the Act is by all owned to be law al Here indeed he 
Is lafe; for he knows no Man who regards his Life, will venture 
0 Mitlay i it. This Paſſage brings to my Mind the Conduct of 
"an honeſt Woman, when filenced by an Argument, ſhe never 
failed to pray for a Bleſſing on the Royal Family, adding, Now 
anſwer me that, — contradict me if you can: However, tho 
the Layman will not aſſert, that our wiſe and gracious Rulers 
have enacted a Thing wrong and unequal, yet he imagines it 
Can give no Offence to ſupoſe them Men, that is fallible ; 
"and as it is. impoſſible to ſee with the Eyes of another, this Act 
and its Penalties did not appear to the Clergy juſt what they 
could wiſh, — Certain Doubts, ſome how or other, cloud 
the Underſtanding, and perplex the Mind; yet, while i in this 
State of Suſpenſe, they could not, according to the Apoſtle's 
Rule, hate ver is not of Faith is Sin, yield à chearful, 
finleſs Obedience, —As the Foundation of theſe Scruples the 
: Letter obſerves, p. 10. | 
Firft, That this Country having felt the fatal Conſequence 


= of intercommuning Acts, in the late unhappy Times, every 


Thing bearing the remoteſt Reſemblance, looks with a formi- 
dable Aſpect. The Author of the Lawfulne/ſs, &c. p. . 
acknowledges, That there is no Doubt but all ſanguinary Laws 
_ Carry an awful Aſpect with them. That under à tyranni- 
cal Reign, like that of the late King James, ſuch à Law 
may be abuſed to the worſt of Purpoſes, and be execute in the 
moſt rigorous and cruel Manner; but thinks it a ſufficient An- 
ſyer, that this is not our Caſe. And in much the fame Man- 

r r . 12. and 13. he endeavours to diſpel our Fears, ns | 
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8 3 { YT. 3... 
Ghurch twelve Times i ia one Year ? And who can 8 but 
at by appointing the Miniſters 'to read this whole AR, to 
read the whole, as hereby directed; who can ſay, but that 
. by this they intended that the ſame Mouth which led the 
- Qungregation into an Error, ſhould convince them of their 
- Miſtake, and let them ſee the Parliament is inveſted with o. 
| qher Powers than they imagined? | ED 

1 don't aſſert this as a poſitive Truth; my Deſign i is to let 


this Author know, that tis eaſy to Aue one Hy potheſis in 
Prien to another; but in Reality, the arne has taught 


1s bolb, that it is not Gurte that tis too much Preſumption to 


S this or the other Part of the Act; If one, ſays be, 
- ©. 30. may pretend there's no Need when obeying, io read 
dhe *Penalcy in caſe of Diſobedience,-— Another may ſay, 


my. People know. their Penalty if they ſhall harbour the Fugi- 
tate; ; why need I ſpend Time in reading this Part. —A third 


1 ah that mentioning both Houſes of Parliament, expreſſes 


wy en Authority, and ſo ſees no Need to pronounce 
r Spiritual,” 

7” Thus every one may find out a different Reaſon againſt 
reading different Parts. of the Act, until the Whole is mutilate 


| "ug taken away Piece meal, or perhaps a. quite oppoſite Sub- 


tute in its Place. Are we thus to aſſign the Reaſon and In- 
gention of the Parliament, in appointing this ar the other Clauſe 
7 be read? Are we, tho! but Heraulds, arrogantly to deter- 


mige when that Reaſon ceaſes, when the Law is here altoge- 


ther ſilent? This, we're afraid, is to ridiculeMajefty, and {et 
urſelves aboye the. bigher Powers.— 
0 return, for the Reaſons hinted, and more ſully con- 


0 d in the Layman's third Obſeryation, P. 9, 20,21, 28. 


ut Ke That if Miniſters, tho conſidered only as He raulds, 
how apprehend,” or are perſwaded (whether the Perſwa- 


2 4 be juſt or not, does not alter the Caſ e) that a Law, by 
| gaſon' of its Commands, or N. B. its Sanctions, is harfh, ſe- 


Lere, or pnequal,' wy ought, until better informed, rather 


p haye an 4 actiye Hand in publiſhing ſuch a Law, and its 


Ac ens, eſpeclally on the LoRD's Day, in Time of Divine 
Bet Ice, ja gcgept of the Alternative, and ſubmit to the 
fu Prexened Penalty. And the Letter further ſhows, that . 
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is pretty plain, tho' it ſhould be granted Ga Thing indeed we 
by no Means give up) that readiag or publiſhing in no Cafe 
infers an Approbation, which at once ſuperſedes the Inſtances 
in our Author's 31ſt and 32d Pages, not to ſay that they ap- 
pear at firſt Sight foreign to what he intends to prove. 
Now, the Layman cautiouſly obſerves, p. 9. that he will not 
make any cloſe Application of theſe Things to the Purpoſe-in 
Hand, his Antagoniſt ungenerouſly takes the Advantage of his 
modeſt Expreſſion, and that of the doubting Clergy ; and in 
bis Addreſs to the People, tells them, P. 47. The ſtatutory 
Fart of the Act is by all owned to be lawful.” Here indeed he 
is ſafe ; for he knows no Man who regards his Life, will venture 
to Mitlay i it. This Paſſage brings to my Mind the Conduct of 
an honeſt Woman, when ſilenced by an Argument, ſhe never 
failed to pray for a Bleſſing on the Royal Family, adding, Now 
anſwer me that, — contradict me if you can: However, tho 
- the Layman will not aſſert, that our wiſe and gracious Rulers 
have enacted a Thing wrong and unequal, yet he imagines it 
can give no Offence to ſupoſe them Men, that is fallible ; 
and as it is impoſſible to ſee with the Eyes of another, this Act 
and its Penalties did not appear to the Clergy juſt what they 

ould win. Certain Doubts, ſome how or other, cloud 
the Underſtanding, and perplex the Mind; yet, while in this 
State of Suſpenſe, they could not, according to the Apoſtle's 
Rule, Mhatever is not of Faith is Sin, yield à chearful, 
 finleſs Obedience. As the Foundation of theſe Scruples the 
Letter obſerves, p. 10. 

_ Firſt, That this Country having felt the fatal Conſequence 
of intercommuning Acts, in the late unhappy Times, every 
Thing bearing the remoteſt Reſemblance, looks wich a formi- 
dable Aſpect. The Author of the Lawfulneſs, &c. p. . 
' Jeknowledyer, That there is no Doubt but all ſanguinary Laws 
carry an awful Aſpect with them.——That under a tyranni- 
cal Reign, like that of the late King James, fuch a Law 
may be abuſed to the worſt of Purpoſes, and be execute in the 
moſt rigorous and cruel Manner; but thinks it a ſufficient An- 
R iy er, that this is not our Caſe. And in much the ſame Man- 
ner p. 12. and 13. he endeavours to diſpel our Fears, arifdg 


from horrid Barbarities actually committed, - | © * 
| -. 


N * v 


To CET. 

we own indeed, with Joy and Thankfulnefs, that we are 
onder the Reign of the beſt of Kings, &c. — But how can 
this alter the Nature of the Law, or prevent its bad Conſe - 
quences ? 
are ſecure at preſent, can any Man aſſure us, that this will al- 
ways be the Caſe? Who can ſay into whole Hands the Aumi- 
piftration may one Day fall? And may not, in that poſſible 
- Event, a tyrannical Miniſtry think themſelves the better au- 
thorized to execute what was enacted under a mild and gentle 
Government? If our Author ſhall be ſo unhappy as to ſee 
theſe Days, would he uſe his Intereſt for preventing the Exe- 
cution of ſuch a Law, or would he argue as in p. 10. That 
an Objection againſt it could not come with any good Grace 
from the Miniſters of the Church of Scotland, at that Time 
of Day; for this was enacted in the moſt bappy and auſpici- 

ous. Times? 
The Layman goes on, A Law which diſcharges all Huma- 
nity, by which not only the Father muſt ſhut the Bowels of 
Compaſſion upon the unhappy Son, but the tender-hearted Son 
contribute all in his Power to the Ruin of his aged and help- 
Eſs Parent; this ſeems to command ſomething barſh and [e« 
rere. Here, ſays our Author, p. 14. be forgets himſelf, when 
_ * he repreſents the Father fo helpleſs. The ſuppoſed Caſe is, 
* that he was a Rioter, and helped in the Execution ot # orte- 
on,, however he ſtates the Cafe, to make the reading of the 
Ad to be ſhocking.” But this Gentleman has for got, that the 


intercommuning is to continue for ever, after the Time ap - 


pointed for the Surrender of the Perſons declared fugitive ; ſo 
that the preſent vigorous Father may thirty Years hence, in the 
Character of an aged helpleſs Parent, be dragged to the Slaugh- 
ter by the Son of his Youth: — Belides, this Author will be 
able to inform us, if, on the Suppoſition a defenceleſs old Man 
has been doted enough to prompt on any of the Rioters, tho' 
himſelf not able to move one Step, whether can he be declar- 
ed ſagitive, and is his Son afterwards in Safety to conceal and 
- cheriſh bim! ? 

The Letter adds, The Law of England knows 1 no ſuch 


Thing: meaning, 4s intercommuning Perſons. Our Author 
Wals, 7. 10. the Zayman labours under a very great Mi- 


ſtake, 


"Tis. a ſtanding and perpetual Law ; and tho' we 
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- flake, and cites two ſtanding he Be TON Acts, one of tht 


Engliſh, and another of the Britifh Parhament : But he'll for- 
give me to obſerve, that he himſelf is in the Miſtake, 

At preſent the Law of England is divided into three Parts, 

The common Law, which is the moſt ancient and gene- 
111 Law of the Realm. 24dly, Statutes or Acts of Parliament. 
gdly, Paiiicular Cuſtoms. 

The common Laws are properly and aptly termed legis 
Anglia, becauſe they are appropriated to the Kingdom of 
England ; for this ſee an undoubted Authority, Cook, 24 
Part. Inſt Cap gth. So that nothing but Inadyertency or 
Tenorance could miſtake my Friend. "Tis.plaing when the 
Letter ſpeaks of the Law of England, the common Law, not 
any particular Statute or Act of Parliament is meant: For, not 
to mention the marginal Note, it follows in the Letter, And 
fince ths Union, this Part of the Iſland; namely Scotland, by 
the Goodneſs of a Britiſh Parliament, is a Stranger even to 
any ſpecial Act of that Nature; plainly ſuppoſing, that this 
was not the Cafe in Fngland. 

The Letter proceeds, Now our Situation is ſomewhat alte- 
red, we ſeem under a peculiar Hardſhip. One on the other 
Side Tweed may, without Danger, entertain the Guilty, but on 
this Side, Death and Confiſcation of Goods are the Puniſhmems. 
—— The Anſwer to the Queries, p. 16. attributes this Obſer- 
vation * to the Perverſeneſs of ſome, that, rather than want the 


Opportunity of complaining, they make a Clamour againſt 


* what fhould be eſteemed their Happineſs. Whoſe Happi- 


neſs? The Happineſs of theRioters ; fo ſays the ether Author, 


7. 11. This is ſo far trom being a Ground of Complaint, that ic 
* ſeems rather a Benefit to the Rzotery, that they may eſcape 
to any Part of England, &c.' 


Who denies this! But how, as the Zayman obſerves (a), 


does this obviate what is alledged concerning the peculiar 


Hardſhip of the Innocent in Scotland, while England is free. 
To what Purpoſe ſhould this Act extend to England, be- 

cauſe unleſs the Judges had Power to apprehend, it would 
be to no Purpoſe to inform, An. Quer. p. 16. Strange 
Ignorance of Law, and what paſles in the World, tho' they 


cane 


(a) 13 Note, þ 1 2, 


— 


. 


- 


| ( 16 J - | 
| can't in England try à Scotſman for a Fault committed in bis 
own Country, yet can't they apprehend, and ſend him down 
to Scotland? — Was not  Linnen a few Weeks ago 
apprehended upon Suſpicion of being acceſſory to the Riot? 
* Theſe Rioters muſt be ſuppoſed only to lurk amongſt their 
; Friends, by whom only tis poſſible they ſhould be known, 
1b. 

This Obſervation deſtroys iiſelf. Will ever fta Perſons 
chuſe that as the Place of their Reſidence, where they are too 
well known to eſcape being diſcovered? 

But let me ask ( the rather that the Intercommuning conti- 
nues for ever) what is the peculiar Species of theſe Creatures, 
that;tis impoſſible they can be known even in all Time coming | 
by any bur their Friends? — - Edinburgh is the locus delicti, 
What then? — Is not England and Scotland one Nation? * | 
And why ſhould the Inhabitants of /nverneſ7 ſuffer for an 
Offence done at Edinburgh, more than thofe of Berwick? 
If the Crime leſſens in Proportion to the Diſtance of the 
Scene of Action, the former are the moſt innocent? 
As to Act aa. gth Year Geo. I, its Diſparity to the preſent | 
Caſe ſhall be afterwards ſhown ;. mean Time, ſuppoſe there 
were any Inſtances, where intercommuning Acts are re- 
ſtricted to a certain Part of His Majeſty's Dominions, with 
as litile Reaſon as the preſent, the Layman, p. 16. thinks this 

equally ſevere.— Our Author (a) it ſeems has heard * it cal- 

led a partial Law, as if it were deſigned to reach Seotſmen, 
* and conſequently every Scotſman ſhould expreſs his Diſſa- 

* tisfaRion with it.” Let bim now ſay what he has done for 
vindicating the Law from this Aſperſion, 

The Layman obſerves; in the next Place, 5. 12. That the 
Clauſe relating to the Reward for Informers, likewiſe gave the 
Clergy Pain. He condeſcends on what fatal Conſequence, 
may follow. That two Rogues, nay, two Ring:leaders of 

the Mob, have it in their Power legally to convict the moſt | 
valuable and guiltleſs Members of Society, while they obtain 
2 Pardon io themfelves, with 200 J. each as a Reward, Ge. 
and the Querieſt has ſet this Matter in a very ſtrong Light ; to 
a — tis anſwered, And yet the Author of The Law. 
febualty 


(a) The Lawfulneſr, Kc; 5 
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Flneſs aſferts, 5. 39. That this ObjeRtion' proceeds from Ig- 


„ norance of human Affairs and the World. Rulers have in- 
© yited and engouraged their Subjects to be Informers, have 
ſuſtained them as Witneſſes, and beſtowed Rewards upon 
„them.“ That his Proof has failed in every one Inſtance, 
ſhall be ſhown when we conſider his parallel Caſes, © But ſup- 


poſing the Fact, is this enough to prove the Thing reaſonable ? 


——Have Rulers never enacted what is wrong and ſinful? 
——* There was a Premium of L. 100 Sterling promiſed 
* ſix Months ago, to any that ſhould be an Informer, but no 
& Knight of the Poſt has yet appeared to accept of it, 26. 
p. 42,.— becaule it was not in the Power of any two of 


them to conviR Perſons by their own Evidence. But their 


* Juries in England are the grand Security of the Innocent, 


1b6.— moſt certainly, —* ſo are our Juries in Scotland, ib. 
——by no Means, in the preſent Caſe.—— It has been often 
ſaid we are ſafe, the Jury will have no Regard to the Teſti - 


mony of an Informer, who is to receive 200 J. for witnef= 
ſing: But how can the Jury kHnowW whether any adduced Wit- 
neſs is Informer, or not? Tis not competent to the Pannel 
to ask the Queſtion, or to demand if the Witneſs has receiv d. 
or got the Promiſe of any good Deed, for witneſs. bearing, be- 
FProviſion in this Act, with Reſpe& to the Teftimony of 
Informers, is not ftrong and poſitive; for it is ſaid, that they 


that they, ſhall be admitted Witneſſes, — what a diſtinguiſh- 


ing Conſcience is this ?——< It does not ſay, that they ſhall be 


N. B. ſnall not be diſabled to be Witneſſes : It does not fay 


cauſe not relevant, tho' granted. He concludes, * In fine, the 


« admitted Witneſſes; if there are other relevant Objections - 


«. againſt them. Great Goodneſs indeed, if we can, to De- 
monſtration, prove the Witneſſes are*perjured, or of an im- 
moral Character, we are fate.- —— Now, if none but Rogues 


and Villains will accept of a Reward, the Innocent will not 
want Materials ſufficient for reprobating aud caſting them; 


—— Mighty Security Ils it not very poſſible, that Perſons in 
law Life, formerly not openly vicious, may be tempted by ſuch: 


2 Reward; a Reward to them immenſely great, to perjure 
themſelves and cut off the Innocent. 
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The Letter takes Notice, 3dly, p. 13. that even the 
Words Lords Spiritual, gave a good old Man no ſmall Di 
Nurbance ; he did not love to pronounce them in « Presby- 
terian Pulpit without ſome Obſervations, Our Author, after 
repeating this Sentence, in which there is not a Word with 
more ©'s. than two, ſays p. 7. He has ever obſerved, that 
**when this Word with the many O's is brought in to an Ar- 
* oument, it was when People had not Reaſon to advance, or 
s when they had little to ſay.” Im really ſo dull as not to 
decern either the Wit, or Senſe of the Obſeryation, and ſhall 
be ſorry it this Gentleman has ſuch an Abhorrence to Good, 
that he expects nothing agreeable to his Taſte and Reaſon, 
wherever this Word is found (a).—I can't help thinking, that 
he mult be conſcious what he has ſaid on this Head is not much 
to the Purpoſe ; * Presbyterians in Scotland ſubmit to the 
* Laws, and pay the Du'y impoſed upon Candle, Ce. without 
* approving thereof: But to be an Officer in levying theſe 
Duties, implies an Approbation, and ſo does Miniſters read- 
ing, they being thereby active in putting the Law fo far in Ex- 
ecution, as well as the Officer who levys the Duty, or makes 
a Survey, in order to be a Charge. 'Thus the Inſtance ſeems 
to turn out againſt himſelf. But whatever be in this, is there 
any Parallel betwixt Miniſters obeying Acts of Parliament, er 
praying for the Parliament, and their publiſhing this Act, where 
the Authority of Lords Spiritual is expreſly aſſerted? And to 
what Purpoſe does he mention the Acts of Parliament annexed 
to dur National Covenant? Are theſe any Part of the Covenant 
itſelf? Did ever any ſwear theſeARs ? They were only collect- 
ed and inſerted to ſhow what theCivil Government had at diffe» 
rent Times enacted againſt Popery and in Favours of the Pro- 
te/tant Religion. As to what he adds concerning ourSaviour's 
pay ing Tribute, and attending the Temple-worſhip, is as little to 
the Purpoſe; what would he infer from it? After all he has writ 
upon this Head, I'll venture to imitate my Friend in ſaying, 2 

| good 


(a) I'm toll, that the Author deſigned to play upon the Word Ho. 
mologation, with the four O's, a Piece of Wit he has borrowed from 
the Autnor of The Review of the Hiſtory of the Indulgence : But in 
this he is playing upon himſelf. Homologation is a Word of his own, 
not the Letrer-writer's, 
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19 
good old Man did not love to read an Act from his Pulpit, 
wherein the Authority of Lords Spiritual is expreſly aſſert- 
ed, without ſuitable Remarks, becauſe he is afraid of a virtual 
Approbation of that Order, Se. Seeing, as we underſtand, he 
is to publiſh his own Reaſons, I ſhall paſs from this Point, by 
asking our Author, If, as he allerts the reading this Clauſe im a 
fair and candid Conſtruction of Things, is no more than a bare 
Narration of Matters of FaR, that the Upper Houſe of Par- 


Z tiament conſiſts of Lords 1 4 4 and Temporal, &xc. And 


if, as he maintains p. 36. * That when the Magiftrate com- 
* mands a lawful Thing, we muſt, for Conſcience Sake, obey 
him, ualeſs ſome Circumſtance or other make that Thing, 
. lawful in itſelf, to be ſinful.. I would ask, If any of his Ac- 
quaintances that admits of both theſe Suppoſitions, has tother 
Lord's Day, when publiſhing the AR, paſſed over this Clauſe? 
I would willingly know how they account for their Conduct. 
What has become of their mighty Regard to Authority, while 
they refuſe barely to narrate a plain Fact? — Why, is the 
Argument, for Conſcience Sake, of no Weight 3 I hope they 
will not pretend theſe Words Lords Spiritual, are no Part 
of the Law; nor will the Fear of their being offenſive, bear 
them out, according to our Author's Principles (a): Beſides, 
the Fear of ſcandalizing, conſidering the preſent Humour, call 
it fooliſh, or what you will, would lead them to omit, 100 t | 
ſay one Clauſe, but almoſt the whole AR. | 
'The Layman obſerves, p. 13. That ſeveral other 0 
paſt i in Converſation relating to the Matter of the AR. -—— 
Becauſe theſe were not publiſhed, this Author ſuppoſes p. 6. 
That every Body who has true Notions of Government, and 
a Senſe of the Bleſſings of it, will agree to the Juſtice: of that 
Part of the Law, which declares Perſons fugitate who do not 
appear, becauſe they have twelve Months to ſurrender them- 
ſelves, after the Day of pronouncing the reſpectivè Sentence or 
Sentences of Fugitation againſt them. T muſt inform this Au- 
thor, that ſome are diſpoſed to think, there is even in this Part 
of the Law a ſingular Hardſhip. A loyal Subject who was 
alibi, or is innocent, and is now gone to the Plantations, ei- 
ther in the Eaſt or Weſt Indies, conſcious of no Guilt, may 
O 2 be 


(a) See The Læwfulneſi, Kc. 5. 3, 35, 36, 4, 47, 48, 49. 
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be declared ſugitate by Act of the Juſticiary.— Thus the In- 


nocent, Without his Knowledge, is condemned to die, if he 


does not by ſome ſcarce ſuppoſable Accident, return within 
the limited Time. — The A advertiſement in both Edinburgh 
Papers of the 25th Fanuary 1737, requiring a certain Number 
of Perſons, whoſe Names are there mentioned, and who had left 
their Maſters Service, to return before the goth of March 
then next, and give Notice thereof to any- of the Magiſtrates 
within eight Days, and in caſe of Refuſal, declaring them in- 
capable ever after to be Freemen in the ſaid City; this Ad- 


vertiſement can neyer be ſuppoſed to remove the preſent Hard- 


ſhip ; for, not o mention ſome Miſtakes in that Advertiſe- 

ment it was antecedent to the Sentence of Fugitation, and EF 
fuppoſe no Perſon could by it know who was to be fugitate, 
and who not; not Will it be pretended, but that Perſons have 


_ orimay be fugitate, whoſe Names are not contained in that Liſt. 


Neither is it ſufficient to ſay, that the Court of Juſt 
Clary in Scotland have taken the ſame Method they follow 
in other Caſes, becauſe Perſons fugitate: by them, in capital 
as well as other Crimes, may at any, Time thereafter 
rc:urn, and upon being relaxed, are admitted io Trial, as if 
they had compeared upon Citation; .Whereas by the preſent 
Act of er after the Time for their Surrendry is ex- 
pired, They ſtand attainted o Felony to all Intents and 
Purpoſes, and ſhall ſuffer and incur the Pains of Death, 
and Confiſcation of Moyeable r. So that ſeeing the Conle- 
quences of Fugitation in this Caſe are fo widely different and 
fatal, is it not hard, that the Act of Parliament does not pro- 
vide ſome more than ordinary Method of Notification ? Read- 
ing of the preſent Act, even twelve Times a Year from the 
Pulpit,is to po Purpoſe as to this Point, the Names of the Fugi- 
tate not being inſert. This is a Severity not to be found 
in the very Laws that relate to Treaſon ; when Perſons are 
charged with. that Crime, and abſcond, they are proceeded a- 
gainſt (as we are informed) upon Conviction, or Eyidence 
taken either before the Parliament or other proper Courts, that 
they were actually in Rebellion, and ſtill Time is given for 
Fn 10 #PPeAr and ſtand Trial, and their Names and Des 
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21 N | 
fienations are inſert in the Act for that Purpoſe. But in 
this Caſe. they are declared fugitate, without any Evidence or 
Coaviction taken, their Names are not inſert in the Sentence, 
and yet if they don't return within a certain Time, they are 
directly attainted-of Felony. + ' 'y 


The Leiter procgeds, p. 1 4. to conſider the Time appointed 


for reading the Act, the firſt Sunday or LOR D's Day in 


every Month for one whole Year,on ſuch Sunday or LORD's 
Day in the Morning, immediately before the Sermon. —— 
"Ts obſeryed, that however our Clerks ſometimes intimate 
Sermon will begin ſuch a Time, when they mean publick 
Worſhip, that yet this is by no Means the Intention of this Act, 
never did a Scots Parliament conform themſelves to this Me- 
thod of Speech, far leſs are we to ſuppoſe a Britiſh Parlia- 
ment have followed ſuch an Impropriety, &c. Our Au- 
thor, p. 22. again fancies the Layman is miſtaken in Point of 
Fact: Was not, ſays be, the Proclamation of the Con- 
vention of Eſtates ordered to be intimate at the End of the 
(a) Forenoon's Sermon. He had formerly dreamed, that 
the Convention of Eſtates was the ſame with a Britiſb. no 
Wonder then he now miſtakes it for a Scots Parliament. 
But how does it appear the Convention, Sc. followed ſuch 
an Impropriety ? — © Miniſters did underſtand it not to be 
© the. Intention of the Proclamation, that it ſhould be read be- 
fore the laſt Prayer, and the ſinging of Pſalms, — theſe ho- 
* neſt Men thought it no Impropriety. — Does this prove it. 
to be the Mind of the Convention? — Might he not as well 
argue, that becauſe almoſt the whole Miniſters who have read 
the preſent Law, have done it before publick Worſhip, that 
therefore it was the Intention of the Legiſlature that it ſhould- 
be publiſhed at ſuch a Time ; ſo that his Obſervation is nothing 
more than a plain begging of the Queſtion. Beſides, reading 
the Proclamation, &5c. after Prayer and Pſalms, &er the 
Bleſſing was pronounced, might anſwer the Intention of that 
Law, much beiter than the Conduct of our Clergy anſwers; 


F | the 
(a) In the Order of the Conyention, Sc. it runs at the End of their 
Forenoon's Sermon, which indeed in my Apprehenſion is ch the 


ſame with. ſaying at the End of the Sermon; but the Reader muſt eb” 


{zrye, that this Author, by changing their into the, was willing that the 
Order in this Proclamation mi 


i ht appear as ſimilar as poſſible to the 
Appointment of the preſent Ack. e | 
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22 
the Intention of the preſent Act, while they read it before all 
publick Worſhip begin. The Leiter ſhows, p. 15-32, 33. 
That ſuch a Publication in the preſent Caſe, is much the ſame 
Thing with Silence itſelf: But ſuppoſing it would equally 
well anſwer the Deſign of the Lawgiver, ſince the Clergy are 
but Heraulds, they have no Warrant to vary from the Letter 
of the Law in the minuteſt Point, — Further, the Injunction 


after the Forenoon's Sermon, is not equally ſtrong with the 


Words now before us ; the Letter notices, that leaſt this 
Phraſe, before the Sermon, might admit of any Evaſion, tis 


added, immediately before the Sermon, a Phraſe new, unpre- 


cedented, and evidently calculate for the Purpoſe in Hand. But 
this, and other particular Circumſtances, all mentioned in the 


Letter, P. 14, 15. our Author wiſely paſſes in Silence. He 


inſtances in the Caſe of the Proclamation of Banns in order 
to Marriage. To this the Layman gives a Reply, marginal 
Note, P. 32. it ſeems to have eſcaped his Notice; he obſerves, 
That in Scotland we have two Diſcourſes in the Sabbathe 
* Forenoon, one of them we call a Lecture, which is firſt de- 
© livered; the other we call a Sermon.” Now he asks my 
Friend, Is not the Act obeyed, if a Miniſter ſhall read it be- 
fore the Lecture? And adds, I ſuppoſe he will not refuſe 
this. "Tis moſt certainly true, if the Parliament call our 
Lecture a Sermon, but not otherwiſe. © Surely this is not 
an Intimation immediately before the Sermons.” — Let me 


anſwer for my Friend in this Caſe : Moſt ſurely it is an Inti- 


mation immediately before the Sermon; ſo that his After-rea- 


ſoning, P. 23. is intirely vain, and we may ſtill maintain, that 


Miniſters ar: commanded to publiſh this Act in Time of Di- 


vine Service; and Obedience will appear the greater Hard · 


ſhip, if we add, that this muſt be done no leſs than twelve 
Times in a Vear, with the utmoſt Solemnity, immediately af- 
ter the Clergy have addreſſed the Hearer of Prayer, that they 
may ſpeak from Faith to Faith, that what is Tpoken may be 
laid up in the Heart, and practiſed in the Life, a' Circumſtance 
however trivial it may ſeem to our Author, yet of no ſmall 
Weight in the Opinion of others; a'Man of the greateſt Mo- 


deration, and the furtheſt removed from ſuperſtitious Nice- 
ries, 
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23 00 
ities, thought on this ſole Point he could venture all, and 
Nate his Sufferings (a). 

"Tis further enacted, That in Caſe Miniſters ſball neglect 
to read this Act, as it is bereby directed, they ſball, for 
the firſt Offence, be declared incapable of fitting or vol. 
ting in any Church Judicatory; and for the ſecond Of- 
Fence, be declared incapable of taking, holding, or en- 
Joying any Eccleſiaſtical Benefice in that Part of Great 
Britain called Scotland. | 

A great many good and. wiſe Men, ſays the Layman, 
P. 16. think, and perhaps not without Ground, that this firſt 
Penalty is purely Eccleſiaſtical, which cannot be juſtly threat- 
ned, or inflited by the Civil Magiſtrate, but belongs to the 
Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction. For ſatisfying their Minds, nothing 
is oblerved (abſtracting from pretended Paralles, which ſhall 
be conſidered in their own Place) but, That the Parliament 
did not think they were inflicting a Church-Cznſure, Auth. 
© Law. p. 28. — "Tis very poſſible, yet ſtill they may have 
inflicted ſuch a Cenſure ;— For had they had any Appre- 
© henſion of this, what would have hindred them from pro- 
© ceeding to a higher or greater Church- Cenſure for the ſecond 
Neglect, ib. — Becauſe in their Goodneſs, they thought de- 
priving the Clergy of their Benefices a ſufficient Puniſhment 
for their Offence, and were not ſo cruel as to depoſe them 
from the Office of teaching and adminiſtring the Sacraments, 
Se. Had they judged themſelves competent Judges to in- 
* fit one Church-Cenſure, they would not have ſtuck at in- 
* flifting another or, greater, ib. — Where is his Warrant for 
this ?— The firſt Penalty cannot be an Eccleſiaſtical Cen- 
© ſure, becauſe the ſecond is not.” Strange Inference, if the 

Par- 


(a) The Letter bears, that a rigid old Whig being ſeized with a 
Phrenzy, expreſs'd himſelf as above; I take this Opportunity of ac« 
OE the Reader, that the Leiter originally repreſented this Fact in 

e preciſe Words now uſed; but by an Accident, not worth the relat- 
ing, they were changed without the Layman's Knowledge, and the Man 
of Moderation, inſtead of uttering theſe Words, is brought in interrupt- 
ing the Perſon who uſed them. My Friend has frequently expreſſed 
his Diſſatisfaction with the Charge, becauſe he imagines, that it weakens 
the Argument, that the Epithets are wrong applied; and that the Sen- 


tence, as it now ſtands in the Letter, ſpeaks out ſomething of a bitteg 
Spirit, which he does not like, 
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Farliament bad for a third Offences "(ireaned to Joe poſe Mi 


niſters altogether from the Exerciſe 0 their Miaiftry.. accord- 


ing to our Author, it might ſtill be ſaid, that even this is 


not a Church-Cenſure, becauſe the ſecond is not; if they had 
imagined themſelves competent Judges of inflicting Church- 
.Cenſures upon the firſt and third Offence, the Penalty for the 
ſecond would have been of the ſame Nature. —Suppoſe 4 
Miniſter offend for the firſt 'Time, if he prevents the ſecond 
Offence by reading this Act, he is then till a Member of the 
legal eſtabliſhed Church, and yet incapacitate from ſitting and 
voting in ſomuch as a Kirk Seſſion belonging to that-Eftabliſh- 
ment; he is cut off from one, very conſiderable Part of the 
miniſterial Office, while he may exerciſe all the other Parts of 
it in the Civil Eſtabliſnment, and under the Protection of the 
Government. Now, let me with the Layman ask this Gentle- 


man, Is not this an Eccleſiaſtical Cenſure with a witneſs ? — 


Thus, tho” it ſhould be granted, that the firſt Penaliy excludes 
Miniſters only from: t yu Judicatories that have the legal 
Eftabliſhment.; his Anſwer for vindicating this Cenſure from 
the Charge of Eraſtianiſm does not ſeem quite ſatisfying, eſpe- 
cially if it is conſidered, that Presbyterians maintain, that 
even theſe Judicatories are the Judicatories of CHR1ST ; dd 
they not conſtitute them in his Name, and by his Authority? 
Do they not tell Delinquents, that they are before the Courts 
of CHRIST ?—— Is it not their Doctrine, that they are as 
much bound by the Command of CHRIST to meet in theſe 
Courts, and to conſtitute them in his Name, for the Exer- 
ciſe of Diſcipline, as they are bound to preach and baptize, 
So. If therefore even the legal Judicatories in their Appre- 
henſion are of ſuch a Nature; ſome of them may fancy, that 
a Magiſtrate s declaring Miniſters incapable of ſitting and yot- 
ing in them for not reading an Act of Parliament, is in fo far 
an annulling the Courts of IEsus, and exerciſing an Eraſtian 
Tower; hence multiplied and weighty Scruples may ariſe againſt 
reading the AR of Parliament, S. p. 31. After all he has 
advanced, he makes a Conceſſion for Argument's Sake, that 
the Penalty is Eraſtian, but adds, It will not follow, 


that the reading an Act of Parliament, having ſuch a Penalty 


6 * annexed unto it, is an Approbation of Erafianiſm,” The 


Proofs 


3. 
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e he gives of this may perhaps be conſidered afterwards; 

ut ſuppoſing that it does not carry in it ſuch an Approbation, 
the Layman and this Defence have already ſhown at great 
Leogth, that the publiſhing of ,a Law. with unjuſt Sanctions, 
is in Reality, whether reading inferts an Approbation or not, 
wrong and injurious to Mankind. How much might he ad- 
ded againſt a Miniſter reading twelve Times in one Year on 

the LokD's Day in the Time of Divine Service, publiſhing a 
Law which he cannot approve of and thinks unequal. What 
he adds, p. 33. I wall make once more a Conceſſion, that 
the Penalty. is Eraſtian and unlawful, yet if the Thing com- 

J manded by law ful Authority be lawful, the annexing ot it 
© to the Law, will not excuſe Diſobedience to the ſupreme 
* Power, &c, This, together with the Simile of the Father 
and the Son, by which he would illuſtrate this Mater, bag 
likewiſe been conſidered. be oo 5K 

To return, the Layman adds, 1 17 As 1 am n willing! 
always to view Things in the beſt Light, eſpecially the Com 
mands of my lawful Superiors, ſhall at preſent ſuppoſe that 
no more is meant than the depriving the non - complying 

Clergy,. of ſitting or voting in the Judicatories of the Chnrek 
of Scotland, as by Law eſtabliſhed ; and that ſuppoſing the 
Cenſure paſt, they might fill, as the Diſſenters in England, 
meet together, licence, ordain, and exerciſe ether Parts of the 
miniſterial Function; and that nothing more is threatned, 
but that their Deeds ſhall not have a legal Influence. This 
is ſoftning the Matter as much. as poſſible,” and making 
evey Allowance which can be demanded; yet after all, con- 
tinues he, it may be a Queſtion how far this i is conſiſtent with 
what is expreſly declared, a fundamental and efſential} Condis; 
tion af the Union, viz. That the Worſbip, Diſcipline and 
Government. of this. Church, its Diſcipline and Gouern- 
ment by Kirk Seſfions, 'Presbyteries,” Provincial Sunodi, 
and General Aſſemblies, ſhould remain and continue un. 
alterable to the, People of this Land in all ſucceeding Ge- 
nerations. Now tis argued, that tis an eſſential and unalter*. 
able Part of our Conſtitution, that Miniſters are to be ad-. 
mitted Members of Presybteries, Synods, S. only by 2 
Deed of the Clergy, and ſtiall Wer the whole Privileges ber; 


longing” 


i 
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longing to Members of ſuch Judicatories, until excluded by a 
Sentence of their Brethren.— When therefore the Treaty of 
Union, by which alone it is that there is a Britiſh Parliament, 
ratifies our Confeſſion of Faith, and provides that the ſaid 
Presbyterian Government, ſhall be the only Government 


The 


of the Church within the Kingdom of Scotland. 


Legiſlature ſuppoſing them antecedently poſſeſt of à Right to 
turn out or put in Members of any legal eſtabliſhed Church, 


ſeems hereby to give up with that Right, and inveſts the 
Clergy of Scotland ſolely with this Power, and direRly ſtipu- 
lates that whatever was done in one or two Inſtances by the 
Civil Magiſtrate before the Union, contrary to theſe Presby- 
terian Principles, againſt which the Church always remon- 


ſtrated, provides that this ſhould not happen in all Time 


coming. 

A. great many Things are advanced upon this Head; I'm 
ſorry they have not given ſuch Satisfaction as could be wiſh'd. 

The Author of the ZawfulneſT, p. 36. grants, That tis 
an unalterable Part of our Conſtitution, that Miniſters are to 
be admitted Members of-Presbyteries, Synods, Sc. only by 2 
Deed of the Clergy, and fhall enjoy the. whole Privileges be- 
longing to Members of ſuch Judicatories, until excluded by 2 
Sentence of their Brethren ; and then he asks, But what does 
this amount to, but that the Civil Magiſtrate cannot ordain 
© Perſons' to the Miniſtry, or depoſe them from it? He en- 
deavours to darken the plaineſt Words.-—It amounts to this, 
That as the Magiftrate cannot licence Perſons to preach, or 
depoſe them from preaching, no more can he make any Mi- 


niſter a conſtituent Member of our Presbyteries, &. or at 


firſt Inſtance, and in a direct Manner incapacitate any of the 
actual Members from ſitting or voting in ſuch Courts. Now. 
when dis declared, that  Presbyterian Government and Diſ- 
cipline-ſha!l be the only legal Eſtabliſhment in Scotland, and 
that it ſnall continue unalterable; this ſeems to ſay, that the 


Magiſtrate ſhall not aſſume this Power, either in Whole or in 


Part, even in that Eſtabliſnment; or as 'tis expreſſed by the 
Layman, the Legiſlature, ſuppoſing them antecedently poſleſt 
of + Right to turn out er put in Members of any legal e- 
bbthed Sire, leem 2 5 to give 2 With that Right, and 
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inveſt the Clergy of Scotland ſolely with this Power, If it 


was not ſtipulate by the Union, that Presbytery ſhould remain 


in its then Frame and Contexture, nothing was ſtipulate at all; 
we were ſecured in a meer Name but no Reality, and might 


| have Epiſcopacy under the Name of Presbytery. 


But then, was it not the Act of Parliament 1690 that re- 
© ſtored theſe Judicatures, by which Miniſters had Acceſs to 
* fit in them? And did the Parliament allow them to aſſume 

other Powers, ib, I don't well under ſtand the Deſign of 
this Obſervation ; if he would inſinuate, that the ſame Autho- 
rity can deſtroy them again, one who thinks them warrant- 
ed and authoriſed by the New Teſtament, will not believe 
this; but let him reflect, that that Parliament is now no more 
And indeed no PowER now ſubſiſting, can, without a manifeſt 
Violation of our Act of Security, ever dilannul, or ſo much 
as vary their Form. He proceeds 

To obſerve, *'That by the Act of Parliament (693, 1 

provided, That Miniſters, at their Entry into, and * 

* they exerciſe their Office, ſhall ſawear the Oath of . Alle- 

* giance and Aſſurance.” Hence 1 ſuppoſe 'tis inferred, 
that ſince by this Law Miniſters could not be admitted Mem- 
bers of Presbyteries, &. until they were qualified as above 
the Civil Magiſtrate may require certain Teſts of actual Mem- 
bers, as neceſſary Qualifications of their continuing in ſuch 
Courts but may ke require a Teft inconſiſtent” wh their 
Principles as Presbyterians, when the Union provides, that 
they ſhall be For ever free trom any 'Thing of this Nature ? 
No other juſt Conſequence follows from the above. Act 
of Parliament, but that Miniſters can't be ſuppoſed to enjoy 
the Protection and Countenance of the Government, if they 
ſhall refuſe re ſonable Proofs of their Loyalty. And we readi- 
ly acknowledge, that they are bound, as well as other Subjects, 
to give their Civil Rulers Aſſurance of their Allegiance and 
Fidelity, antecedent to all poſitive Laws requiring it: But 
how does this quadrate with the preſeat Caſe ? The Clergy,by 
their Office, are ſeparate from Civil Concerns ; yet, when em: 
ployed in the Duty of their proper Function, they are com- 
manded to ſtop, and proclaim a Civil Act, which no more re. 
lates tO their Office of Religion than any other 1 whatever, 
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becauſe they ſpeak of a cutting off by a Civil Judicatory, that 


28 
and can never be conſidered as a reaſonable Teſt of a Clergy- 


man's Loyalty, and yet, in caſe of a Neglect, the Parliament ral 
directly incapacitates them from ſitting or voting in any Church- in 
judicature, and even makes the Civil Court the proper Judges of tl 
convicting the Offenders. _ _ _. U 
Our Author obſerves further, « That the Act of Par- 7 


© liament 1592, which firſt gave the legal Eſtabliſnment . t 
to theſe Judicatories, was always binding till it was reſcind. c 
ed: But in the. Year 1600, when the King and Council di” 7 ij; 
charged the Pregbyterian Miniſters from . exerciſing their e 
Miniftry i in Scotland upon the Pain of Death, did not this Ci 
exclude them from fitting in Judicatures ? And yet theſe Mi- rx 
niſters never alledged, that it was contrary to that Eſtabliſh. : « 
ment to reſtrain them from the Exerciſe of their Miniſtf r. «+ 
Our Hiſtorians i in theſe Jie give Ys no ſuch Ac- © « 
counts. — 1 
. He ſcems here to be miſtaken ; "or e p. 448. WE 
has ioſert at large a Letter from Mr. Fames Meluil to tze 
Ceneral Aſſembly met at Bruntiſland 1601, wherein he WM + 
warmly inveighs againſt the AR and Decreet of Council, for 
aſſuming a Power ot depriving Miniſters, &“. And there- 1 
fore, ſeeing our Author, p. 29. maintains, that this was not 
an Eccleſiaftical Cenlure, he ought to conſider him as having 
one Eye, at leaſt, to the legal Eſtabliſhment, But further, the 
above Hiſtorian, p. 445. tells us, That upon Tueſday the 
N 14th October 1600, Commiſſioners from Synods conveened 
* in the Palace of Holyroodbouſe, at the King's Direction. 
* The King was earneſt to bave the Kirk of Edinburgh plant- 
ed with other Miniſters. Tbe Brethren anſwered, That 
: could not be done, unleſs they were depoſed by the Kirk, or 
cut off by ſome Civil Judicatory orderly.” Can Words 
make it plainer, that they judged the Deed. of the King and 
Council not ſufficient to deprive theſe Miniſte rs of their Charge, 
even in the legal Eſtabliſhment. It can't be pretended, that 


therefore they don't diſpute the Power of the Magiſtrate to 
deprive Miniſters, Se. at firſt Inſtance : For, ſeeing this cut- 
ting off is diſtinguiſhed from the Depoſition , 'of the Kirk, 'tis 
more reaſonable io ſuppoſe, that tis meant of Baniſnment, 
E or the like Civil Pugiſhment, in Conſequence of a 

regular 
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regular Proceſs ; which, no doubt, vaicks the Church effectu- 
'ally. But this is beſide the Queftion. We are not enquir- 
ing what theſe Brethren meant by cutting off, r. but whe- 
ther or not they judged this Act of Council contrary to 
their Eſtabliſhment. — And that it really was ſuch in their 


i Apprehenſion, and that they thought it a manifeſt Viola- 


tion, ſeems to me pretty evident, otherwiſe why do they de- 


* Clare, that they could not in a regular Manner plant Miniſters 


infthe Room of theſe whom the King had diſcharged from ex- 
erciſing their Miniſtry. ' But let us ſuppoſe for once, that the 
.Clergy did not alledge that it was a Breach of their Eftabliſh- 
ment; or that the Writers of thoſe Times give no ſuch At- 
count, will this Gentleman ſay, that in Fact it was not contrary 
to ſuch an Eſtabliſhment? If Miniſters, for refuſing to read, 
or declare their Belief of a Story, without any certain Evidence 


given of its Truth; a Story, which as a noted} Hiſtorian ſays, 


murder'd all Probability, ſhould be forbid the Exerciſe of their 
Miniſtry in the Kingdom under the Pain of Death,” and de- 
prived of their whole legal Security, If this was to be the 
Caſe, ſuch a Security is but a Dream, a mere Name, and 
would abſolutely depend upon the arbitrary Nod of a Prince. 
Let me here likewiſe obſerve, and J hope our Author will by 
this Time grant, that the King's aſſuming ſuch a Power, was 
inconſiſtent with Presbyterian Principles, and therefore can't 
be a Precedent for what ſhould happen after the Union, ſeeing 
we are tbereby for ever ſecured from all ſuch Encroachments : 
Beſides, as we obſerved in another Caſe, the ſame Power 
which gave Riſe to that Eſtabliſhment, was then in Being, and 
might have ſome Pretence to attempt an Alteration thereof ; 
but now our Judicatories are eſtabliſhed by an AR, ſubject to 


the Review of nc Court whatever. And let me ask our Au. 


thor, Is nothing more implied even in tbis Security, but that 


tit may be altered, whenever Miniſters refuſe to read any AR 


of Parliament? Suppoſe the laſt of Queen Annes Parlia- 
ments had paſt an Act, declaring, That the Proteſtant Suc- 
ceſſion was not in Danger, and requiring the Miniſters of 
Scotland to publiſh it from their Pulpits for a whole "Year, 
under the ſame Penalties contained in this AR, and that theſe 
Penalties had been inflifted upon all for not reading, would 
11 Yo | the 
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. the Clergy of Scotland have thought, that their Church-Con- 
ſtitution, ſecured unalterably thro all ſucceeding Genera- 
tions, was not broke in upon. — If it be contrary to the 
Union, to deprive the whole Church for not reading an Act of 
Parliament, it muſt be fo to deprive any one Individual ; 
what's Injuſtice to the hole, muſt in this Caſe be fo to any WM 
| Part of that Zhole.. 
'F He after wards informs the World, that his preſent Majeſty 
® and Farliament have other Thoughts of this Matter, than the 
. | Letter-writer. My Friend indeed has on thisAccount (if our 
F Author's Alledgeance be true) very good Reaſon to ſuſpect his 
own Judgment; but begs Leave humbly to ſay, that no mere 
Authoruy can enlighten the Underſtanding, -or convince the 


Judgment; and till is hopeful, the King and Parliament view 27 

this Matter in a very different Light even from this Gentle- to 

man: For he proceeds to ſay, © That they don't think tem- ?/Z 

« ſelves obliged by the Articles of the Union, to contiuue Mi- ſe 
1 © niſters in Church. judicatories, which are eſtabliſhed and 


protected in Scotland by the Authority of the King and Par- 
* liament, if they refuſe to obey that Authority.“ Does he 
think, that every Inſtance of Diſobedience to Authority, will 
N warrant King and Parliament to aboliſh a Conſtitution eſta» 
| [i bliſhed by ſo ſolemn a Treaty? 

i He. goes on to extol Parliamentary Authority, and tells 
| his Reader, That the Right of his preſent Majeſty to the 
Crown is a Parliamentary Right ; That the Diſſenters in 
| England have their Toleration by this Authority; aud ſo 

F « Presbyterian Government in Scotland is ſecured by Au- 

a « thority of Parliament.” What he means by a Parliamen- 


ö tary Right, I ſhall not pretend to ſay; but I believe he's the 
£ firſt that ever imagined, that the Security of the Presbyteri- 
3 ans in Scotland was upon the ſame Footing with the Diſſen- 
[3 ters in England. Tis true, we have no Guarantee, other 
| | than the Faith. of a Parliament, that there ſhall'no Alteration 
{ | happen in our Conſtitution ; but the Act ſecuring our Church- 
1 Government, is an eſſential, a neceſſary, and antecedent 


Li ; Condition to the very Being of a Britiſh Parliament, and 'tis 
F to continue in all Time coming the ſure and PERPETUAL 
| Foundation of @ complete and entire Union of the two 
| | | Kingdoms 


bs 3x ) 
Kingdoms of Scotland and England. And therefore, if it 
ſhould happen, Which I pray Cop may never be the Caſe, 
that they encroach or make any Alteration upon our Church» 
= Eſtabliſhment, in that Event one may venture to ſay, they 
= grasp at Power removed beyond their Reach by the moſt fo- 
lemn publick Faith. 
lite talks, That in Eugland all Sets of People have ſuck 
No tions of the Authority of King and Parliament, that if any 
refuſe to !obey the Laws enacted by that Authority, they look 
upon them as Deſerters of Revolution-Principles ; or in an- 
other Term, to be Facobites,—Wasever ſuch Things pub 
X liſhed? We muſt ſuppoſe he approves of this Sentiment, or 
why is it inſert? And yet is it poſſible he imagines, that if 
any Man, ſuppoſe an Engliſhman at any Time ſhall refuſe 
to comply with a Law enacted by King and Parliament, he 
ipſo facto acts contrary to Revolution-Principles, and 
ſets up on the ſame Footing with our Facobite s? 
'Tho' our reaſoning upon this Head, ſeems to ſome pretty 
plauſable, yet they imagine it can't be juſt, becauſe tis impoF- 
ſible to think, that the King and Parliament ſhould engage their 
Protection and Countenance to any Society of Men, when 
not in their Power to exclude one Member, however rebelli- 
ous. To this it is anſwered, That even upon our Principles 
the Government have nothing to. fear: Thus, for Inſtance, - 
Should certain Clergymen be guilty of ſuch Crimes, or obſti- 
nately retuſe ſuch - reaſonable Teſ of Loyalty, as that their 
remaining in Church Courts, might prove fatal to the Civil E- 
= Mabliſhment, or injure his Majeſty's Intereſt ; and if their Bre- 
= thren, from miſtaken Com paſſion, ſhould not deprive them, 
the Magiſtrate can ſoon rid himſelf, of ſuch noxious Members, 
by baniſhing, Se. them from his Dominions, which will ef. 
fectually, and for ever remove them from theſe Judicatories. 
Thus our Author fees how Miniſters may incur a Forfeiture of 
the legal Eſtabliſhment, I mean ſo tar as reſpects themſelves, ' 
without putting the Parliament, &. to the Trouble of inflict- 
ing Church-cenſures; and this at once obviates all that is ad- 
vanced by the .4nſwer to the Queries, p. 13, 14, 1. 
In fine, If Miniſters offend: às Subjects, let them ſuffer a6 
ſuch; If they are guilty of tt anſgreſſing the Giyil Laws, ist Ci. 
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wil Funiſhinents be inflicted upon them, in Proportion to theft ſint 


Deſerts: But in Eccleſiaſtical Penalties let them be judged by thi! 

their own.Peers, according to the Rules of the New Teſts on 

ment, and our preſent happy Eſtablimment. wht 

Tis argued, That ſince loſing a Seat in - Judicatories is the: ſhe 

| becellary Conſequence of Baniſhment, &. if the Parliament the 

\ has Power to inflict the one, why not the other; that ig, in o- giv 

| ther Words, wherever Magiſtrates (the Difference of Courts of 
\ makes no Alteration) are inveſted with Power of inflifting a Ch 
. Puniſhment which neceſſarily deprives of certain Privileges, ren 
1 tbey haye Power, and may chuſe to take away any of theſe Pri- T. 
; vileges, inſtead of inflicting that. Puniſhment which falls imme- me 
| diately and properly under their Juriſdiction. | 4 the 
| No nothing appears to me more ridiculous : "Tis proper Pu 
BB for the Court of Juſticiary to impriſon an offending Clergy- Cl 
i man, ſuppoſe the Time ſhould co-incide with the Meeting of his' the 
ö Presbytery, does not this effectually exclude him from ſuch a O 
. Meeting! But is it therefore proper or competent for that ge 
* Court to enaR, that in Place of Impriſonment, he ſhall be in- in 
þ $ capable on ſuch à Day of ſitting or voting in that Judicatory ?---- C 
ö This Suppoſition of the leſſer Puniſnment being included 21. 7 
| ways in the greater, will not hold even in Matters purely ci- th 
ö | vil; fo Baniſhment, which being the Lofs of a Man's Liberty, m 
is next to Death, won't * A Forfenure FE we TOE, &06. m 
4 Se. ; in 
| Eer we ck this Panknlite: let us once more confider El 
5 our Author's Reaſoning, —— —— he AR of Parliament 1592 ſt 
f * firſt gave the legal Eſtabliſhment to Presbytery, the Act © 
4 1690 reſtored this Form of Government, and the Act 1693 th 
. requires that Miniſters at their Entry into, and before they a 
| can exerciſe their Office, ſhall ſwear the Oath of Alledgeance a 

© and ſubſcribe the Aſſurance; from whence 'tis inferr d, that * 

* the Exerciſe. of their Office (one Part of which is the ſitfing; * 

and voting in Church Judic atures) may as eaſily, in Caſe of - 

, * Diſobedience to the Law of the Land, be reſtrained or taken 0 

away by the Parliament as it was at firſt given. This is 2 

* Sum of what is advanced in its full Strength. — Now, al- f 

tho we baye ſhewn, that theſe are by no Means Juſt Conſe - 5 


ences , from the above Acts of Parliament, and that ſuppo- 
1 ſing 
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fins they were proper Miene ain they conclude na- 
thing in the preſent Caſe, becauſe our Security by the Union is 
on a quite different Footing, and a much ſurer Foundationthan 
when built only upon ſuch Acts ; tho? all this, I fay, has been 
ſhewn, yet for Argument Sake, we ſhall grant, not only that 
the Parliament may require Miniſters, as well as others, to 
give a Teſt of their Loyalty, in order to be intitled to a Share 
of the legal Eſtabliſhment, but we ſhall likewiſ allow, that our, 
Church Eftabliſhment depends wholly upon the Parliament; 
——and we ſhall even admit, if our Author pleaſes, that for 
Treaſon, or any other Crime which deſerves it, the Parlia- 
ment may cut off any one, or any Number of Clergymen from 
the legal Eſtabliſnment — but what is all this to the preſent. 
Purpoſe?— By the Act now under Conſideration, if the 
Clergy ſhall offend for the firſt Time, and obey the "ſecond, 
they are till Miniſters of the eſtabliſhed Church; nay in the 
Opinion of the ableſt Lawiers, ſhould: they neglect to read alto- 
gether, they are notwithſtanding the legal Minifters, and yet. 
in either Caſe, are incapacitatè from ſitting or voting in any 
Church-Judicatory 3 hence the Deſtruction of theſe Courts, — 
There's no Vacancy, and others can't be appointed to ſupply 
their Room; — ſo that inſtead of proving that the Parliament” 
may for an adequate Offence turn them all out of the Eftabliſh- - 
ment, tis incumbent on our Author to ſhew, that they can 
in the Nature of the Thing, and conſiſtent with the Security 
granted to the Prebyterian Government at the Union, re- 
ſtrain Miniſters, while Miniſters ot the Church, and not turn- 
ed out of the Eſtabliſhment, reſtain them from any Part of* 
their Office eſſential to the Conſtitution of the Church, and 
abſolutely neceſſary for its being. Tis incumbent, I ſay, 
on our Author to ſnew, That the Parliament can do all this 
without deſtroying the Conſtitution itſelf.— And here let 
me ask, if ſuppoſe for ſome Act of Diſobedience, the Par lia- 
ment does not cut them off from the Eftabliſhment, but only 
declares they ſhall be incapable of adminiftrating the Sacrament | 
of Baptiſm or the Log D's'Supper, or of preaching, or of any 
'Fhing elſe, without which the Church can't ſubſiſt; Is not 
this to deſtroy the Conftitution ?—Or will it be ſaid, chat the 
Jadicatories are not an eſſential Part of ee Govern- 
| E ment? 


4: þ 
ment ?—Some Men have 1 2 their Imagination to evade 
the Force of this Argument, fly ing at one Time to the Mer - 
cy of the Legiſlature, and at another, figuring our gracious 
Rulers as full of Wrath; — but we can't reaſon from what 
poſſibly the Parliament may do. We are now inquiring into 
the Nature of the Act already paſt, and what are its Conſe» 
quences. e are told, That this is to fear where no Fear 
© is, —that tis but an imaginary Difficulty founded on a Sup» 
* poſition, that the whole Miniſters of Scotland will negle& 
* to read. But Traaſgreſſions ought always to be ſuppoſ- 
ed poſſible ; and therefore the annexing ſuch Penalties endan- 
ger our Conſtitution. And I'm affraid there's more than a 
Foſſibility here; and that in Reality, all are guilty, for who 
has obeyed the Law, fix or ſeven excepted ! And what Cer- 
tainty baye we, that even they ſhall go through with it in all its 
Punctilios for a whole twelve Month; don't ſome already be- 
gin to weary! However, altho' ſome obey, yet ſtill there will 
be a Ruin ot our Church-courts, in Proportion to the Num- 
ber of Tranſgreſſors;—and if tis contrary to our Eſtabliſh- 
ment to aboliſh the Whole, it muſt be ſo to take away any 


Union, it might be enacted, That there ſhould be no Presby- 


teries or Synod in Lothian, and that none of the Miniſters 


living within the Bounds thereof, ſhould be allowed to fit or 
vote in any Neighbouring Judicatories, or in the Aſſembly, 


I can't fee why it mayn't likewiſe be conſiſtent with the ſaid 


Treaty, to enact, That there ſhall be no Syned in Glaſgom, 
and ſo on throughout the whole Kingdom. -This Reaſoning will 
even apply to the cutting off particular Members, becauſe every 
Miniſter, while a Minifter of the eſtabliſhed Church, has the 
ſame Claim to vote in his Presbytery, that the Presbytery* has 
to meet at all.-=Our Author indeeed tells us, P. 37. That 
* if the Civil Magiſtrate ſhall execute this Penalty on ſome that 
nal not read, the Judicatories fill remain, and the Govern- 
* ment of the Church will then fall into the 'Hands of the Mi- 
* niſt:rs that ſhall read, in Conjunction with the Ruling El- 
* Elders. —But into whoſe Hands will it fall, it all ſhall ne- 
klect to N e'er x fs (elye Month expires 75. 5 
| 8 | vor 
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Part of that Whole. If in a Conſiſtency with the Articles of | 8 
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/ Or "TIO are the ee. Readers ſuffcient for his ns 
impoſſible Undertaking ? Or can it anſwer what we have. ob- 
Aves, That the cutting off Non-readers is a partial Deſtruc- 
tion of our Conſtitution, and ſo ſeems to carry in it a propor- 
tional Inconſiſtency to our Act of Security. But there is yet 
one Thing which we muſt not omit; I believe our Author 
will not pretend, that any Crime of the preſent, or after Mini- 
ſters,can incur a Forfeiture of the Prebyterian Eſtabliſhment, 
with Reſpect to the People of this Land. Tis provided, that it 
ſhall continue unalterable to them throughout all ſucceedingGe · 
nerations. The Fault of the Incumbent muſt not be imputed, 
and yet by the preſent Act it their Miniſters ſhall neglect to read. 
the Patron may retain, or diſpoſe of their Benefice; they can't 
call others to ſerve the Cure, there being no Vacancy. Thus 
they are burdened with the Maintenance of the Miniſter ; and 
can any Thing be more hard, or ſeemingly contradictory to 
What they imagined ſecure to them by the Unien? Beſides, 
tis a Part of the Peoples Claim, that there ſhall be Seſſions, 
Presbyteries, &. in their reſpective Juriſdictions. And the 
whole of what we have ſaid ſhows, that they are in no ſmall 
Danger of loſing this as well as other Privileges, | 
To return to the Layman, he obſerves P. 23. concerning 
the ſecond Penalty, That we hold even our Benefices as in- 
dependent of the Publication of Civil Acts, as any Gentleman 
his paternal Eſtate or Freehold. The common Law is. his 
only Security, and the Treaty of Union no leſs the Clergies. 
This Treaty ſeems to ſecure their Livings ſo long as they con- 
tinue Presbyterians, perform the Duties of their Function, and 
remain undeprived by the Ecclefiaſtical Juriſdi ion, . 
From the whole of this Argument, ſays the Layman, a ve- 
ry Reverend Father thought the well known Maxim, That the 
lawful Commands of lawful Superiors ought to be obeyed, 
could not obviate eyery Difficulty in the preſent citcumſtanti- 
ate Caſe. | 
558 Author of J. be Lawfulneſs, &c. takes it fir Pat 
That when the Magiſtrate commands a lawful Thing. 
2 we 3 „Jor Conſcience Sake, obey him, unleſs ſome Cir» 
* cumſtance make. it ſinful, Inexpediency Will never be ſu- 
© ſtained as an Excuſe,” Bi aca FRO 
| E 2 | From 
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36 
From the Reaſoning in the Letter one cant miſs to ſee, that 
tho' the-Clergy were not ſo regardleſs of their Superiors, as to 


aſſert, that they had acted any Thing wrong or unequal, yet, 


in their Apprebenſion, ſomething more than a mere Inexpedi- 
ency forbids their chearful Obedience. And you are to under- 
ſtand this Rev. Father as meaning ſo much,when be ſpeaks of 


the circumſtantiate Caſe : But this Author will pardon me to 


ſay, that his Rule, however he may produce an Army of Ca- 
techiſts in bis Defence, muſt fail in Ten thouſand Inſtances. ; 
there are numberleſs Things in themſelves not ſinful, yet if 
commanded by the Magiſtrate, would be ſuch an Infringement 
upon ourLiberties,as that every free Briton ſhould make a glo- 
rious Stand. Extrayagant Poſitions muſt be anſwered by ex- 


travagant Examples, and can't be expos'd in too ſtrong a Light. 


Put the Caſe, that the Parliament enact, That one or more of 
the Peers ſhould, upon the firſt Monday of each Month, for 
a whole Year, repair to the Croſs of Edinburgh, and there 
proclaim the preſent Act; this i, not a ſinful Command, and 
yet ſuch a degrading of their Character and Dignity, that, rather 
than ſubmit to the Impoſition, they ought to risk their all: But 
becauſe it may be pretended, that this Suppoſition is contrary 
to certain Privileges belonging to Peers, let us bring the Caſe 


a little nearer the Point in Hand. Let us ſuppoſe our Author 


a Clergyman, and the Appointment directed to him in ſuch 
Terms, with the Addition, if the Parliament pleaſes, of a He- 


rald's Coat, would he think himſelf, for Conſcience Sake, o- 
bliged to obey ?——Im apt to believe, that as a wiſe and 
good Man, he would be afraid of bringing his ſacred 


Office into Contempt, and rather than thus mar his 
Uſefulneſs as a Miniſter of CHRIST, would ſubmit to the 
threatened Penalty; and yet by obeying he is guilty of no di- 
rect Sin, —— Theſe are only conſequential Evils ; and if he 
does not mean, that the Rule muſt hold in the View of ſuch 
Events, the Exceptions are ſo many, that it will deſtroy the 


Rule itſelf. Thus, in the preſent Caſe, if any Congregation 


are ſo fooliſh as to think, that reading this Act in Time of Di- 


vine Service, is a bale proſtituting of the miniſterial Chara- 


cter and Function; if they ſhall fancy it ſo unbecoming and 
indecent, that a Miniſter who reads. it, is not worthy to 
| preach 


T2. 

preach.the Goſpel, and ſo altogether renounce him as their 
Teacher, ought he, according to the above Conceſſion, to for- 
bear promulgating the Law ; See likewiſe Act, xii. 3 5,*-*J7- 
What then becomes of bis Maxim, That Ine xpediency will 
never be ſuſtained as an Excuſe? Wk 

The Layman proceeds to repreſent the uneaſy Conſe- 
quence, of Diſobedience, that by neglecting to read, Mini- 
ſters will give Countenance to the falſe Inſinuations of their 
Diſloyalty.— They at once throw up their whole Conſtitu- 
tion, and ly at the Mercy of the Legiflature; and in fine, may 
expoſe ſome People under their Charge to Death itſelf, by 
not informing them of their Danger, in caſe they ſhall har- 
bour the Fugitate. The Letter, from. p. 24 to 3o. con- 
tains the Brethrens Reply ; and it ſeems they have in a great 
Meaſure removed theſe Difficulties; for tho hitherto the as 
bove Conſequences were urged with the utmoſt Warmth, as 
Arguments for Obedience, the Author of the Lawfulneſr, 
P. 43. thinks proper to overlook them. as Speculations of the 
Letter-writer's about future Contingencies. From thence 
to the End it is ſhown, that the Scruples mentioned in theCon- 
verſation were not peculiar to the Brethren then preſent, but 
that, all Things conſidered, : almoſt the whole Miniſters in 
Scotland ſeemed to be much in the ſame Situation, —— To 
this no Reply is made. . 

The Reader is now left to judge, how far any Thing ad- 
vanced by the Authors ſo often quoted, in the way of Argu- 
ment, has remoyed the Objections of the Clergy, ſtated in the 
Layman's Leiter; and if the Charge againſt him for repeated 
Miſtakes in Point of Fact and Forgetfulneſs, have had any o- 
ther Spring but the Ignorance and Miſtake of theſe Gentle- 
men. | 4 

We ſhall now conſider, 2d4ly, How well they have ſuc- 
ceeded in producing parallel Inſtances, and if thele can obviate 
the Scruples of the non-complying Clergy. ö 

Firſt, The Author of the Lawfulneſs, &c. believes every 
Man will agree to that Part of the Act, declaring them fugi- 
tate, who do not appear to ſtand Trial, becauſe they have 
twelve Months to ſurrender themſelves, Sc. therefore we are 
to expect no parallel Inſtances here. This did not ſeem need- 
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fu, but ra Head he will find. Difficulty to elbe one, now * 
that tis demanded. If he has failed in this Clauſe, we bare 


W Inſtances of the, 


Second Thing ſtatuted i in this AQ, V2, that which com 


cerns Intercommuning. 


He cites, p 10. Act 23. El. cap. 1. „ übt telling hs 


Nature or Cauſe of the Act, which is declaring it Treaſon to 
withdraw any from the eſtabliſhed unto the Romiſb Religion, 


or for any to be reconciled or withdrawn to theſe Prin- 
ciples ; therefore their Aiders or Maintainers are to be. tried 
as Offenders in Miſpriſion of Treaſon. N. B. Miſpriſion 
of Treaſon is the Concealment or not diſcloſing of known 


Treaſon, for which Offenders are to ſuffer Impriſonment, 


loſe their Goods and Profits of Lands, out Not Beat. For 


this ſee 14th of Elizꝝ. Cap. 3. 


You'll obſerve, that the Law cited by our Authvr, Was for 
aiding Perſons who are actually engaged in withdrawing others 
from their Allegiance to God, &. and ſo thereby endanger our 


whole Proteſtant Eſtabliſhment. This Act now in Queſtion 


is for a Crime paſt, which cannot poſſibly happen again; and 


tho' the guilty Perſons or their Aiders ſhould never be diſcove- 
red, 'tis poſſible no Danger. might thereby befal Church or 


State: And I'm forry to fay, that even the Act of Queen E. 


liz abeib contains ſome Things not ſo worthy of Imitation. See 
Niels Hiſtory of the Puritans, Vol. I. p. 373. | 


P. 11. He again only cites Part of an Act, I ſhan't ſay =" 
Deſign to miſlead the Reader, Act 229, gth Year K. George 


I. entituled. Act for more effectual puniſhing wicked and 


3» evil · diſpoſed Perſons going armed in Diſguiſe, and doing In- 


juries and Violence to the . and re of his Ma- 
« jeſty's Subjects. 


Whoever will take the Trouble to > look into this Law, wilt 


obſerve 2 remarkable Difference betwixt it and the preſent AR, 
particularly with reſpe& to convicting the Guilty, tho“ ab- 


ſconded, the Manner of Publication, in order to their Re- 


turn, Ce. In ſhort, by this Law, no Offender can be con- 
victed upon Suſpicion, but by Information upon Oath, and 


 Jubſeribed by one or more credible Perſons, and the 


Kiog's Order ifluing thereon, and publick Intimation 1 
0 
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of the Perfons,*- their c..39 Occupations, and Place of A- 
bode, is to be publiſhed ia a moſt particular Manner; belides, 

theſe Offenders were publick Nuiſances to Society, their Pra · 
ctice daily committed to the Subverſion of Preperty; and 
they could not poſſibly have an Opportunity of being guilty of 
theſe Offences, if they were not aided 'and abetted by the 

Neighbourhood, who in aiding are ſocii criminis, or Art and 
Part in the Offence : And this is the plain Reaſon for the In- 
tercommuning being reſtricted io the Counties where the Fact 
is committed; a Reaſon that cannot be aſſigned for the parti- 
cular Reſtriction of the Act concerning Porteous to S t- 

land, for that Offence is now over, and cannot be reiterated. 

The Author is in a Miſtake, when he ſuppoſes the Intercoms 
muning extends to all England; for, as was juſt now ob- 
ſerved, tis reſtricted in every particular County where the 
Crime was committed. I ſhall not ſpend 'Time in ſhowing 
his wrong Notion of Hundreds,into which each County is di- 
vided ; but beſides what has been faid concerning the Diſparity 
ofthis AR to the preſent, the Name under which it is well 

known in England, and the continued Complaints againſt it, 
makes it till more improper for aRule to us, than that of Q. Eliz. 
But if theſe Acts are not thought ſufficiently convincing, there 
are two penal Laws given to the People of the Jews, which 
be thinks may afford Satisfaction. The firſt is taken from 
Deut. xiii. where the Father was bound to delate the Son, the 
Husband the Wife, Oc. in caſe they ſecretly intice to Idolatry. 
The Layman obſerves, That he does not find, even by that 
Law, that the Son was obliged to inform againſt the Father, or 
the 7Fife againſt the Husband, GS. This Author thinks the 
Letter-writer has forgot himſelf: © Is it not plain, ſays he p. 
* 14. that a Father, a Brother, a Husband, and a Friend were 
© obliged not to pity, ſpare, or conceal a Son, a Brother, a Wite, | 
* or a Friend, if any of theſe were Inticers to Idolatry ? 


To be ſure.—— And if this does not prove, that the Father, 
© &c. (we muſt ſupply his C. from the above Relations) 
the Brotber, the Husband, the Friend, was to inform, no 
© more can it be inferred from this Clauſe in the Act, that Per- 
ſons ſnall not conceal, aid, abet, or ſuccour them. All this 
8 — true. — But where does he find that the Son i is not 
19 


| ( 40 
£0 conceal, or inform againſt the Father, or the Wiſe againſt 
the Husband? Does not the Gentleman begin to conceive his 
Blunder? The Letter- writer is not quite ſo ſtupid as to think, 
that theſe Words, Thou ſhalt not pity, neither ſpare, neither 
conceal, did not amount to their being obliged to inform; but 
he had obſerved, p. 10. that by the preſent intercommu. 
ning Act, not only the Father was bound to delate the Son, but 
N. B. the Son the Father. Now he obſerves, That even by 
this Law of Ge p, the paternal Authority ſeems preſerved, tho? 
he never dreamed, but that by this Law the Father was to 
inform againſt the Son, and the Husband againſt the Wife, 
and he grants, that perhaps there is not much-in the Obſer- 

vation; becauſe it may be argued, that if the Obligation 
of a Father to a Son is cut off, Why not of a Son to a Father? 
We have been thus particular to ſhow the Temper of the Au- 
thor, who never fails to impute his own Inadvertency to the 
'Thoughtleſsneſs of my Friend ;—but I ſuppoſe by fixing the 
Intention of the Reader on a Thing where little or no Streſs 
was laid, he deſigns they ſhould oer look the main Argument. 
For tho tis urged on ſeveral Grounds, p. 11 and 12. That no 
Power on Earth could be warranted from this Law, to form 
ſuch an intercommuning Clauſe ; he has paſſed theſe without 
Obſervation. I believe indeed it will net be eaſy to ſhow, 
That the executing. Captain.  Parteous, is a Crime of as 
heinous a Nature, as enticing Men to give the Glory of the 
one God to another, or that it. threatens the Ruin of our 
Church and State, as much as Idolatry did that of the Fews. 
But while we blame his Forgetfulneſs, let us acknowledge 
his Goodneſs, he ſtrengthens our Argument. I'm ſenſible, ' 
© (ſays he) p. 14. it may be replied; That the Laws of the 
© ſecond Table muſt cede to thoſe of the firſt; that our Duty 

to Gor muſt have the Preference of our Duty: to Man, and 
© that natural Affection in the foreſaid Inſtance was to be 
« ſwallowed up in Love to Gop, and to give Place to his Ho- 
nour; therefore I ſhall condeſcend upon another criminal 
* Law, which Gop gave to the Jeu, &c. we have it in Deut. 
© xxi. 18.“ With reſpect to this Paſſage, I ſhall only obſerve, 
That it was ſo far from being a Force put upon the Father, to 
deliver up the Son, that tis eyidently calculated to ſet Bounds 
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to .the oaternal Authority. 'T his rower amongſt the ancient 
Romans, was ſo great, that they might put their Children to 
Death, as they did their Slayes, without any Proceſs before a 
Magiſtrate, which ſome have taken to be a natural Right, and 
imagine Gop would not have commanded Abrabam to kill 
his Son, had it not been his inherent Power. However this be, 
as one obſerves, they were not thought proper to be long in- 
truſted with it: ForGop.here orders by Moſę , that it ſhould be 
committed to the publick Judges, as moſt diſintereſted : The 
Father was by no Means under any Neceſſity of carrying on 
ſuch a Proceſs againſt the Son, but might do in it as he thought 
proper, At the utmoſt,nothing more can be deduced frem this 
by Parity of Reaſon, but that as the Father and Mother, in pure 
Self: -defence, might inform againſt the Son, while their Life 
and all were at Stake, fo ſuppoſing any Set of Men in a Courſe 
of actual Rebellion, and their Conduct, if not prevented, de- 
ſtructive of the whole State and Nation, that tis impoſſible the 
Government can ſubſiſt without their being removed : It can 
only be inferred, that in this Cafe Parents ought to prefer the 
common Safety andWell, to all the Ties of natural Affection: 
But how does this quadrate with the preſent Caſe? Where is 
there a Foundation for intercommuning under ſuch a ſevere Pe- 
nalty? A Parent may, and ought to deliver the ſtubborn Child ; 
but if, through an Exceſs of Paſſion, a Weakneſs of Na- 
ture, he hears his Cry, and is moved with his Tears, is it not 
hard and ſevere, that he ſhould be conſidered as equally crimi- 
nal with the Traitor, and treat in the ſame cruel Manner; nay, 
that his other innocent Children ſhall all be reduced to Miſery : 
Beſides, the rebellious Son was not to beſo dealt with upon the 
firſt, ſecond, or third Faults, but after a Series of ſuch Crimes, 
when tis morally certain he ſhall continue in the ſame Cour ſe: 
Therefore, to make the Caſe equal, the Murderers of Porte- 
ous muſt be ſuppoſed guilty of many ſuch Riots formerly, 10 
be even now in the ſame Acts of Wickedneſs, to have baſed 
every Hope of their future Reformation, and to have receiv d 
more gentle Correction. 

As to the Act in King ?/7/liam's Reign, anent Reſet and In- 
tercommuning, it contained no new Severity. but was rather 


calculated to remove former Hardſhips: But Et this Act be 
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what it will, why d6es our Ao ſuppoſe, that no ObjoRiop 
Againſt a Thing enatted in that Reign, can come with a good 
'Grace from the Miniſters of the Church of Scotland ? His 
Reign indeed, on many Accounts, was glorious, and he him- 
Telf of bleſſed Memory: But toes our Author belioy'e, that he 
and his Council acted by Inſpiration ? | 

I proceed now to that Clauſe, which we ſhall call the third 

of the Act, concerning the Informers receiving a Reward of 
200 J. who may notwithſtanding be Witneſſes. Both our 
Authors have heapt together many Caſes, which they ſuppoſe 
directly parallel. The Anſwer to the Queries aflerts, 
That tis no leyerer than for an Officer of Exciſe to be ad- 
© mitted an Evidence of a Deforce, of a Bribe being offered 
him; in all which he is actually a Party concerned, by an 
6 Intereſt i in the Seizure, it his Allegation be made good. 
Tis true, the Exciſe Officer, tho the original Informer, may 
be 7 Witneſs, but is not entitled to any Part᷑ of the Penalty to be 
Tecovered. *Tis the Perſon who ſues, the Informer or Proſe- 
Eutor on Record, that is entitled to the Penalty, but is never 
allowed to be a Witneſs; ——yea, upon Suſpicion that a Wit- 
neſs is promiſed, or even expects a Part of the Penalty, or o- 
ther Reward, the conſtant Practice is to purge him upon Oath, 
if he corifelles, he is caſt, 
' The Law is the ſame as to Deforcements ; the Perſon defor- 
ced may be 2 Witneſs, but then he is not the Informer up- 
on Record, and may be purged and caſt in the ſame Way as 
above. | 
As to the Seizure: maker, he may be Informer or Proſecus | 
tor. but cannot be a Witneſs. * 

Both oug Authors inſtance the Caſe of notorious Robberies, 
'The Reader, by eonſulting the 4th Tilliam and Mary, Cap. 
8. and 6th 'George I. Cap. 23. will ſee theſe Gentlemens Mi- 
Nake; neither of theſe Laws cited,” nor any Statute of England, 
ſo far as we know, allows the Perſon entitled to the Reward to 
be an Evidence notwithſtanding ; So that Lawfulneſs, &c. 
will be ſo good as produce his Voucher for this Afſertion, 
That in England, in the Caſe of notorious Robberies, there 
is a Promiſe of Life to an Accomplice, and æ Reward of 40 
f * 6. to be an 1 and N. B. Wüneſß. . But is no 


WRT 
os 


= 


AS: a—— ” " —_ 


a2 (48 * 

the Party robbed i in England, allowed to be 2 Wünel⸗ 7— — 
What then? he is reimburſed by the County, whether the Rob- 
ber isconvict or not; ſo he is a good Witneſs in the Conviſti- 
on of ſuch a Perſon, becaule. he is to gain or loſe nothing by the 
Event of the Cauſe. We know only of one or two Inſtan- 
des in Scotland, where the Perſons attacked by Robbers were 
admitted Witneſſes ; in the one.Caſe the Robber got not a Far- 
thing, in the other the Gentleman got no Return of his Money: 
So that in neither did the Witneiles gain, nor could gain by 
their Evidence. In Church Courts Informers are admitted as 
*. Witneſſes ;*—but are they rewarded? * Magiſtrates, when. 
* the Society for Reformation was kept up, did fine, and o- 
*, therwiſg puniſh Swearers upgn, the Teſtimony of Infor- 
mers, — —— What Advantage did accrue to the Witneſs ? 
Lord Croſrrizg ſays he deſerves the Character of a Gentle- 
man, &c, who ſets himſelf againſt the Mob, not only by 
Information, but N. Y. Witneſs: bearing.“ Is he to be 
Witneſs and Informer at the ſame Time? Is ſuch a worthy 
Gentleman to gain L. 209 by the Cauſe ? * By Act of K. 
William the Blaſphemer tor the ſecond Fault is to be fined, 
and the one Halt given to the Informer. Is Death the 
Puniſhment of this ſecond Fault ? Or how does it appear 
that the Informer is to be a Witneſs? * In caſe of contra- 
verted. Marriages, the Parties neareſt Relations ate 'Evi- 
dences. But is this a Matter of Lite and Death? are theſe 
near Relations to be rewarded ? are they not purged of Ma- 
ce, partial Council or good Deed 2.“ In cafe of Rapes the 
« Parties are admitted Evidences,” To what the Queriſt has 
obſerved, I ſhall add, That ſuppoſing her ſole, Teſtimony 
could take away the Life of the Man; Has ſhe over and above; 
2 handſome Portion tor conyiRting him? In the Crime of 
« Hameſucken, the Camplainers who are injured, are ad» 
« mitted as good v itneſſes. 

The Author himſelf gives a good Aaſwer, becauſe no other . 
can be had. But is there ſuch a Scarcity of Wirneſles, where 
perhaps (ome thouſands may be got? Or can a Man have ſuf / 
ficient Knowledge to lay a diſtio& Information, and be himſelf, 
a Witneſs, without knowing ſo much of the Matter, as o 
Point oui ether Witnelies? Beſides, in the Crime of Hame- 
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ſucken, Can the Complainer bring the Guilty to Puniſiment, 
and over and above bring home a rich Booty ?— The ſocii 
* criminis, as in the Caſe of Piracy, &c. are admitted Evi- 
dences; — but they have their Pardon in their Pocket, and 


are under no Temptation to ſwear falſely. This, ſays the 


Author of the Laufulneſs, &c. is à poor Evaſion: How 

does it free the Civil Magiſtrate from the Charge of In- 
* juſtice, in promiſing ſuch a Reward to a Regue and a Villain 
* to be a Witneſs ?—Tt is not properly a Promiſe to be a 
Witneſs ; the Magiſtrate finding ſuch a Crime can't be proven, 

beſtows a Pardon upon one or two of the ſuſpected Perſons, 
and they being indemnified, are adtaitted Evidences, but not 
till then; ſo that whether they convict the Perſon or not, 

their Life is ſecure : And this giving the Pardon prior to the 
witneſſing, ſhows the Senſe of the Legiſlature, that a Perſon 

under any Byaſs or Temptation, is not a habile Witneſs. It 

may not be improper here to relate the Story of a Perſon com- 
monly called Captain Scarlet, who was taken Priſoner at 
Bothwal. Bridge, being of diſſolute Character, the King's Ad- 
vocate thought him very proper to witneſs againſt Lord Bar- 
gem, and to engage him, put him in Poſſeſſion of his Ma- 
jeſty's Pardon, ere he was called to witneſs. After emitting 
his Oath, he declared, That be knew not the Pannel, and to 
tbe beſt of bis Remembrance had never ſeen bis Lordſhip. 
The Advocate enraged at ſuch Conduct, return d the Captain 
to Priſon, but was ſoon obliged to liberate him, leaſt he ſhould 

be found guilty of wrongous Impriſonment; and ſurely, if 
poſſible, the Law would have been ſtretched in fo arbitrary a 

Reign. This ſhows the great Difference betwixt a Perſon's 

receiving a Pardon antecedent to Witneſs-bearing, and that of 
the reſent Caſe, where it is not beſtowed, until he actually 
convict another Perſon ; and, ſuppoſe our Author produce an 

Inſtance of this laſt Kind, will he ſay, That tis equal to this 

new Law, where the Witneſs is not only indemnified, but 

has the ſuperadded Temptation of Z. 200 Sterling glaring 

in his Eye, to which he has no Claim, till ſome one or other 

is actually convicted.  . 

Neceffity, &c. tells us, That thoſe who have ſworn 
* the ſolemn. League, Se. or have iaken the Oath of Abju- 
ration, 
. 


| —_ 
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© cation, are bound to be Informers.” Are they bribed to this 
by a Promiſe of Life? are they to be Witneſſes ? have they a 
great Reward? 'Theſe Things are ſo widely diſtinet from 
the Purpoſe in Hand, that I can't help thinking they have 
been miſplaced by the Printer, and wefe originally deſign- 
ed for Supporis to the Author's intercommuning Clauſe. — 
Thus we heave conſidered theſe two Gentlemens exactly 
parallel Inſtances ; and yet it does not appear to us from any 
of them, that the Perſon who is to gain or loſe by the Event 
of the Cauſe is admitted Witneſs 3 and tis till demanded, that 
they point out a Law, promiſing a Reward to an Informer, who 
notwithftanding may be a Witneſs, and that in a Matter of 
Life and Death. Let them ſhow, where the Life of another 
is taken away by two Informers, who are for that Reaſon in- 
demnified, allowed to witneſs, and otherwiſe rewarded, Till 
this is done, Lawfulneſs, &c. may ſee a Reaſon for the Mi- 
niſters of Scotland not having complained of ſuch a Law till 
now, and will not in his abundant Charity be again obliged to 
call this Obje&iofl, but a Pretence to excuſe Diſobedience. 

TI thought once to have made ſome Remarks on the Caſe 
of Dr. Atterbury, &c, which is pointed out as a Proof, that 
the firſt Penalty is not Eraſtian: An Engliſh Clergyman be- 
« cauſe concerned in a Conſpiracy in Favours of the Preten- 
der, is diſabled, and render d incapable of taking, or holding, 
«© or enjoying any "Office, Dignity, Cr.“ therefore becaule a 
Scots Miniſter ſcruples to read an Act of Parliament, 
concerning the Murder of Porteous, containing an inter- 
communing Clauſe, Ce. tis no Eraſtianiſm to incapaci- 
tate him to ſit or vote in any Church-Judicatory, even white. 
he may exerciſe all the other Parts of his miniſterial Of- 
fice in the legal Eſtabliſhment, and under the Protection of 
the Government; ſuch Examples carry along with then! 
their own Anſwer. He ſays, the Eraſtian Difficulty 
cannot come with any Grace from thoſe Miniſters who have 
taken the Oath of Abjuration. I doubt much of the Juſtneſs 
of this Reaſoning, Miniſters may think themſelves antecedently 
bound to take certain Oaths. and give the Government Aſſu- 
rance of their Fidelity, — and that the Penalty annexed cangoc 
diſannul this antecedent * ; — and yet, ſeeing they 
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are not under any antecedent Obligation to Be Hlerauſd of 
Civil Laws, they may ſcruple to go out of their owa, Sphere, 
and proclaim an Act of Parliament in Time of Divine Set- 
vice, which they can't approve of, eſpecially that in the Mat- 
ter of the Oath they have nothing to do with the Penalties.-— 
Here they mult publiſh them in the moſt ſolemn Manner, and 
thereby not only acknowledge, but teach the People, as we have 
already ſhewn,the Parlizment's Power and Right to make ſuch 
Appo:ntments under ſuchPenalties.—— He talks much, That 
* the Parliament thinks they can do /o and ſo,” — No doubt 
Kings and Parliaments can do what they pleaſe;* King Fames 
* thought he had Power to turn out Mr. Robert Bruce,&c.--- 
But is this Author of the ſame Mind ?-— He proves, p. 31. 
That Miniſters may read an Act of Parliament with an E- 
raſtian Penalty, and yet not approve of Eraſtianiſin, — b 
obſerving, That the Aſſembly of Divines at ir eſininſier- 
« were conſtituted after an Eraſtian Model, and yet honeſt 
Men, of tender Conſciences, Who fat and woted in the A- 
ſembly, did not think they were approving of the Farliament's 
Eraſtian Power in modelling this Jodicatory i in ſuch a Man- 
© ner. Is this one ot his parallel Caſes ?— The Weſt- 
minſter Aſſembly were not properly a Judicature, but a Num- 
ber of Divines called and maintained by the Parliament, to 
give their Advice in ſuch Things relating to Religion, as the 
Parliament ſhould propoſe to them.-— His other Proof taken 
from the Presbyterian Church in Holland, muſt appear to 
every one ſtill more foreign to the Purpoſe, 
It remains only that we conſider his Examples, which re- 
ſpect the Appointment on Miniſters to publiſh this Act; and 
in P. 19. be ſpeaks of its being uſual for Miniſters to intimate 
this and the other Thing, e er the Bleſſing is pronounced. 
If any Miniſter entertain their Hearers in Time of Divine Ser- 
vice, with Acts of Juſtices of Peace, Manſes, Meetings * 
Heritors, C. let them anſwer for their Conduct, tho“ 
eaſy to obſerye a manifeſt Difference between theſe Caſes 192 
de preſent. But we ſhall paſs them all with the Zay- 
mans Obſervation, That if theſe Inſtances were of a fi- 
{ular Nature, the Practice is equally wrong, What our 
Authors 
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Authors have advanced on this and ſome other Heads, is not 
far'from the Language of one ripe for Slavery, 

He condeſcends, p. 18. on the Proclamation of our "OY 
ſent Sovereign, for the Encouragement of Piety and Virtue, 
Ce. which Miniſters are commanded to read, or cauſe to 
be read at leaſt. four Times in the Year, immediately after 
Divine Service. Are there no Odds between an Act for 
promoting Morality, which, as the Queriſt well obſerves, e- 
very Clergyman, as a Miniſter of the Goſpel, is obliged to 
recommend to bis Hearers in the warmeſt Manner; 
for which Reaſon Miniſters were appointed to read it, 
as the Proclamation itlelf bears: It was then lying before 
our Author, and is it not ſtrange, that he could difcern no 
Difference betwixt this,” and the Act for the more effeftual, 
&c. which Miniſters, a.s ſuch, have no Concern in. 

It is alledged, this Act is intended for the Suppreſſion and 
Diſcouragement of Mobs and Riors. No Doubt; But what 
if aClergyman ſhould fancy, that the Remedy may prove worſe 
- than the Diſeaſe ; or that, tho' the Government, conſidering 
the Light in which this Matter appeared to them, might ſee 
very good Ground for framing this Law; — yet weak timo- 
rous Men may, from the Account our Author has given of 
the 'Caſe, H. 3;and 4, think, that to oblige Miniſters for a 
whole Year 10 publiſn from the Pulpit ſuch ſanguinary Laws, 
is not ſo agreeable tg the Character of the Ambaſſadors of the 

merciful Ixsvs, or of the. Miniſters of the Goſpel of Peace, 
as the Author ſpeaks. His Saying, © If Perſons will not take 
Warning, who can help it. That is, if a Father overcome 
with Compaſlion, call it a-miſtaken one, will not deliver his 
Son to Death, who can belp it.. This does not expreſs the 
greateſt Regard to our Fellow- creatures, &c. 
In this Act, have Miniſters an Alternative to read, or 
| cauſe it to he read; may they publiſh it after Divine Ser- 
vice is over, and yet obey the Appointment ? If they 
| ſhall negleQ to read it altogether, do they incur no Penalty ? 

This is the Caſe as to our Sovyereign's. Proclamation, and we 
muft be allowed to obſerve, whatever our Author thinks, 
. Fat ny 8 make - wide Es, eſpecially conlider. 
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ing what has been prov'd concerning the particular ans of 
the Penalty in the Act anent Porteous. 

As to the Preclamation of the Convention of Eſtates, 
againfi owning K. Fames, and appointing public k Prayers 
for K. William, I am not able to ſee, what Reſemblance it 
has to the Point in Hand: This was a Caſe on which the Safety 
of every Thing civil and ſacred depended. The Convention 
deſigned, that thereby Miniſters ſhould declare their Appro- 
bation of the preſent Settlement, and no doubt it was a very 
proper Teft.— Whoever read the ' Proclamation, was ne- | 
ceflarily eſteemed a Friend to the Goyernment: But who- Ws 
ever refuſed Compliance, was for that very Reaſon, conſi - 
dered as declaring his Diſapprobation thereof; which ſhows 
our Author, that both the Conduct of the Clergy and State e- i 
preſly ſay, that a Miniſter's publiſhing a Law from the Pulpit, |. 
inferrs his Approbation. For- a further Proof of this, let 
me ask, If any one who thought it wrong to diſown K. 
James, and acknowledge K. William as his Sovereign, could, 
in a Conſiſtency with the Sincerity of a G ſpel. Miniſter, have 
publiſhed this Proclamation ; fo that ere it can be number d 
amongſt our Autbor's parallel Caſes, he muſt allow that a 
Clergyman's publiſhing any Law from the Pulpit, inferrs his 
Approbation of that Law, and that the Safety of our Church 
and State depend as much on a Miniſter's approving the A& 
anent P. &c. as the Safety of the then Government depended 
on the Clergy's diſowning K. Fames, &c. And further, That 
the Parliament by appointing the Miniſters of Scotland to pub- 
liſh this Act, deſigned it as ſuch a Teft.— When the Conven- 
tion of Eſtates ordered their Proclamation to be read, the 
Churcbes were all filed with Epiſcopal Minifters, and the 
Appointment directed only to them. The Penalty annexed 

gſhows, that it had no Reſpect to the Meeting houſes; What 
then does he mean by ſaying, * The old ſtench Pre sbyterians, 
* who had endured the Brunt of the Battle in the late perſe- 
* cuting Reigns, thought it not below them, but their Ho- 
* aour to publiſh that Proclamation.” I won't deny, but ; 
tome of thoſe in the Meeting-bouſes were Volomeers in 
reading it; but as Lawfulne ſr, &c. ſtates the Caſe; one is led 
0 . that e not Epiſcopals, poſſeſs d the 

| Churches, - 
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Furche, which made a Gentleman ſay, That this Author's, 
| old ftench Prejbyterians were like Ardencaple's Angels, 
of the wrong Hue. a + 
I can't expreſs how much I was ſurprized when readin 
 Lawſulneſs and, Neceſſiys 20th and 21ſt Pages. Could 
he have taken a more. effectual Method to reflect upon our 
King and Parliament, than to obſerve concerfing the preſent 
Law, That * ſomething like to this was enjoined the Miniſters 
in the 1600, by King James VI. and his Council, in the 
Matter of Goury's., Conſpiracy. — Does not every one, 
know, that nothing more tyrannical and arbitrary was ever en- 
acted ? Miniftets are commanded to declare their Belief of a 
Story, that, as we, already obſer ved. murdered all Probabili, 
, and to publiſh an Account of the pretended Treaſon, (for 
which no. good Evidence was given) even from the Chair of 
Ferity, as an undoubted Truth to their Flock, and upon Re- 
fuſal, inhibited to preach in his Majeſty's Nomipions, under 
Pain of Death; unheard of Impoſition !, .* But all theſe Mini- 
* © ſters did comply except Mr. Bruce; what then? Why 
does he rake vp the Aſhes of the Dead? Would he point out, 
the Failures of theſe good Men, (o'er which let a Vail be 
for ever drawn) as N Paterns for the Miniſters of our” 
Day. But Mr. Bruce, becauſe he could not ſay be was 
« perſwaded of the Truth of it, was baniſhed the King's Do. 
minions: Is be therefore to be condemned? Did be not act 
an-Foneſt and fair Part, and is worthy of Imitation ?—* This 
is mentioned, that Miniſters may adviſe well as io their Con- 
duct, eſpecially the Minifters.of Edinburgh. Edinburgh is 
* theScene of Action, and they may fall the, firſt Victim. What 
would he have them to adviſe upon? Shall they figure their 
law ful Superiors as ready to treat them in the ſame wicked and 
tyrannical Manner as King James did this great good Man? 
No, their Thoughts of the Government is different from that 
of our Author's, —— Or ſhall they, by this Inſtance of Seyeri- 
ty, be forced to a Compliance, againſt t e Dictates of their. 
Mind? By no Means; if they can't get over their Scruples, 
they ought rather to obey GOD than Man, whatever be the 
onfequence. I ſhall diſmiſs this Story by informing our Au- 
ther, that a Clergyman of my 5 when he . 
"OE "Hol 78 re A 
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ing what has been prov dconcerning the particular Nature of 
the Penalty in the Act anent Porteous. 

As to the Preclamation of the Convention of Estates, 
again owning K. James, and appointing public k Prayers 
for K. William, 1 am not able to ſee, what Reſemblance it 
has to the Point in Hand: This was a Caſe on which the Safety 
of every Thing civil and ſacred depended. The Convention 
deſigned, that thereby Miniſters ſhould declare their Appro- 
bation of the preſent Settlement, and no doubt it was a very 
proper Teft.— Whoever read the Proclamation, was ne- 
ceflarily eſteemed a Friend to the Government: — But who- 
ever refuſed Compliance, was for that very Reaſon, conſi - 
dered as declaring his Diſapprobation thereof; which ſhows 
our Author, that both the Condutt of the Clergy and State ex- 
preſly lay, that a Miniſter's publiſhing a Law from the Pulpit, 
inferrs his Approbation. For a further Proof of this, let 


me ask, If any one who thought it wrong to diſown K. 


James, and acknomledge K. William as his Sovereign, could, 
in a Conſiſtency with the Sincerity of a Goſpel-Miniſter, have 
publifhed this Proclamation ; fo that ere it can be number d 
amongſt our Autbor's parallel Cafes, he muſt allow that a 
Clergyman's publiſhing any Law from the Pulpit, inferrs his 
Approbation of that Law, and that the Safety of our Church 
and State depend as much on a Miniſter's approving the Act 
anent P. &c. as the Safety of the then Government depended 
on the Clergy's diſowning K. Fanies, &c. And further, That 
the Parliament by appointing the Miniſters of Scotland to pub- 
liſh this Act, deſigned it as ſuch a Teft.—— When the Conven- 
tion of Eſtates ordered their Proclamation to be read, the 
Churches were all filled with Epiſcopal Minifters, and the 
Appointment directed only to them. The Penalty annexed 
gſbows, that it had no Reſpect to the Meeting houſes; What 
then does he mean by ſaying, * The old ſtench Presbyterians, 
* who had endured the Brunt of the Battle in the late perſe- 
* cuting Reigns, thought it not below them, but their Ho- 
* nour to publiſh that Proclamation.” I won't deny, but 
tome of thoſe in the AMeeting-bouſe were Volomeers in 
reading it; but as Laufulne ſv, &c. ſtates the Caſe; one is led 
10 nk, that Prerbyterians, not Epiſcopals, poſleſs'd the 
| hurches, 
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Dharches which made a Gentleman ſay, That this Author's 3. 
old french Freſsbyterians were like Ardehoaple s Angels, 
of the wrong —_— 

I can't expreſs how much I was ſurprized when reading 
Zaufulneſ and, Neceſſuy's 20th and 21ſt Pages. Could 
he have taken a more. effectual Method to reflect upon our 
King and Parliament, than to obſerve concerning the preſent 
a 1475 That * ſomething like to this was enjoined the Miniſterg 
© in the 1600, by King James VI. and his Council, in the, 
* Matter of Goury's. Conſpiracy.— Does not every one 
know, that nothing more. tyrannical-and arbitrary was ever en- 
ated ? Miniſtets are commanded to declare their Belief of a 
Story, that, as we, already obſer ved, murdered all Probabili, 
y, and to publiſh, an Account of the pretended Treaſon, (for 
Which no. good Evidence was given) even from the Chair of 
Fefity, as in undoubted Truth to their Flock, and ypon Re: 
fuſal, inhibited to preach in his Majeſty's Nomipions, under 
Pain of Death; unheard of Impoſitipn !, .* But all theſe Mini- 
* ſters did comply except Mr. Bruce; what then? Why 
does he rake op the Aſhes of the Dead? Would he point out 
the Failures of theſe good Men, (o'er which let a Vail be 


Day. « But Mr. ruce, becauſe he could not ſay be was 
* perſwaded of the Truth of i it, was baniſhed. the King's Do- 


minions: Is be therefore to be condemned? Did be. aot ac | 


an Ioneſt and fair Part, and is worthy of Imitation ?—* This 
is mentioned, that Miniſters may adviſe well as to their Con- 
duct, eſpecially the Miniſters of E dinburgh. Edinburgh is, 
chescene of Action, and they may fall the firſt Victim. What 
would he have them to adviſe upon.? Shall they figure their 
lawful Superiors as ready to treat them in the ſame wicked and, 
tyrannical Manner as King James did this great good Man? 


No, their Thoughts of the Government is different from that 


of our Author's. 


Or ſhall they, by this Inftance of Seyeri - 
ty, be forced to a Compliance, againſt, t 
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Mind? By no Means; 1 if they can't get over their Scruples, 
yer ought rather to obey GOD than Man, whatever be the 
onfequence. I ſhall diſmiſs this Story by informing our Au- 
ther, that a Clergyman of my 3 when he conſide-; 
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red, that one muſt be reduced to the laſt Shift, e re he produc d 


ſuch a Precedent, his Scruples were the more encreaſed ; and 
tis ten to one if even NECE8sITY, &. remove them. 

Thus we have conſidered theſe Inſtances which our Au-. 
bor have been pleaſed to call Parallel ; in our Apprehenſts 


on they're by no Means ſuch : But ſuppoſe they were, how can 


it obviate our e Difficulties ?——In arguing from Paral - 
lels, tis not ſufficient to produce a Collection of Stories, 


Pieces of maim'd Act, &c. by which tis pretended, that in 


one Reign ſomething like this Part of the Act, and in another 
ſomething like that was enacted, the World would expect 


one Inſtance, at leaſt, of its complex Frame. And becauſe 
equal Hardſhips are liable. to equal Objections, tis neceflary - 


for theſe Gentlemen to go further and ſhow, that ſuch a pz 
rallel Law is in itſelf good, reaſonable and jult : For it will 
never fatisfy doubting Minds to ſay, that other Miniſters have 


obeyed an Appointment of the like Nature; they muſt ſee 


with their ,0wn Eyes, and be treat as rational Creatures: Or, 


if our Authors incline, they may uſe Argument and Reaſon, . 


and this will ſave the Trouble of collecting Precedents : Yea, 
if they pleaſe, they may confine themſelves to this preciſe 
Point, That ſuppoſing the Law wrong and unequal, it would 
Nill be Duty in Miniſters to publiſh it: In order to this, tis ne- 
ceſſary they prove, that in the common And natural Conſtruc- 
tion of Things,a Miniſter's reading does not imply an Appro- 
bation or Acquieſcence ; and further, that no other Reaſon 
ſhould determine his Silence, this is expected, becauſe we 
have endeayour d to ſhow, that tho' ſimple reading did not in- 
fer an Approbation, yet on other Accounts, Miniſters, rather 
than publiſh any Thing that's wrong or injurious to the Con- 
ſcience or Ztberties of Mankind, ought to throw themſelves 
on the Mercy of the Legiſlature.— "Tis likewiſe demanded, 
that they'll conſider the ſeveral Parts of our Argument, eer 
they pretend to make a Reply, and not caſt up any Thing as, 
a new Diſcovery, the Weakneſs whereof has been already 
expoſed. III further put them in Mind, to confine them» 
| ſelves to the literal and plain Senſe of this AR. oy 
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This i is the only Rule, »eſpecially in arguing, abou penal 
Laws ; therefore if theſe Gentlemen continue (a) to offer 
their various and fanciful Explications, I fuppoſe they may 
write on without any Anſwers, and poſſibly without any 
Readers. 
Towards the End of Lawfulneſr, &c. ſeveral Propoſals 
are mentioned for Miniſters to elude or ſhift the Law, which, 
ſays the Author, Are nowiſe becoming the Honeſty of a 
* Presbyterian Miniſter,” In this we heartily agree; and I 
ſhall put him in Mind of one he has forgot, viz. That ſome 
under Pretence of going as far with the Legiſlature as they 
can, omit this and the other Clauſe, and ſo mutilate the Act 
that I'm afraid they, as the Zayman obſerves, make a Mock of 
Majeſty, and ridicule the higheſt Powers. 
I conclude with this Obſervation, that ſeeing thoſe wo pre- 
tend to publiſh the Law, follow ſo many different Methods, 
it would appear they are not fully perſwaded of the Lauſul - 
ne/5 and Neceſſity of Miniſters reading the Act of Parlid- 
ment, as thereby directed. rn 0 | 


(a) See Neceſſity, $&c, 7. 16, 22, 26. Anſw. to the Quer. p. 12. 
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POSTSCRIPT, 


CONTAINING 


A few OBSERVATIONS upon a 1 

TER ( Juſt now publiſhed ) from a GENTLE: 
MAN af Edinburgh, zo 4 PLLMIAT BA, | in 7 te, 
rs 6 Roe. Wy 


HE Alter is writ in a gentile Manner, and prdesbth, 
we are perſwaded, from a ſincere Regard to Church 

and e we likewiſe believe the Gentleman has fairly hinted 
the Sum of the Argument, ſo far as conſiſts with his Know- 
ledge ; but he ſeems not to have had Opportunity of knowing 
the Whole or what paſt at the Conferences in Edinburgh, 
which were held at different 'Times ; it will therefore the bet- 
ter anſwer his good Deſign of giving full Information to Mi- 


niſters, that we point out what, according to our Information, 


was further ſaid upon the Particulars contained in his Letter, 
and this we ſhall do by directing to the Pages of the Layman's . 


Letter, and the foregoing Defence, where the Reader will 


fia the Argument ſtated, according to the reaſoning of ſome 
in theſe Meetings. I have likewiſe juſt now before me a Lei- 


ter to the Author of the Lawfulneſs, &c. had it come 


oper to my Hand, I ſhould have omitted ſome Remarks 
ntained in the Defence, &c. where we ſeem to comcide. 
As this Author has put the Argument i in a very ſtrong Light, 
I ſhall. take the Freedom to cite him as we go along. 

The Gentleman's Letter, from the Beginning to the 


- 5th p. contains an Account of his Deſign in wies! and in 


that Page he obſerves, That it was agreed in theſe Confer- 


$ EnC6s, - 


. ences, or admitted i in [the Arun that unleſs upon Ea. 
* quiry it had been found to be an unlawſul or ſiuful Thing to 
read the Statute, it is the Duty of Miniſters to obey. This 
f perhaps was admitted in ſome of their Meetings; but I am 
told, that in others it was argued, That in many Caſes where 
it was no direct Sin to obey, yet on the Account of conſe- 
quential Evils, Compliance may be lawfully refus'd, and that 
perhaps in not one ſtance of a hundred, where Men have 
made a noble Stand for their Liberties ; Could they be juſti-- 
es on the above Principle, becauſe in theſe Caſes they might 
ave obeyed without being guilty. of a direct Sin? See De- 
Fence, p. 36, 37. particularly the Caſe of Paul and Silas 
there cited, and fully argued in, the Letter to the Author, 
P. 31. 
| From p. 6 to 16. the Conti giyes an hiſtorical (a) 
Narration of the Parliament enacting this and the other Law, 
that reſpects the City of Edinburgh, and ſuggeſts what might 
be the Reaſon of their Conduct, with what may determine 
His Majeſty to cauſe the Law to be execute, in caſe of Diſobe- 
dience.— As to: the Springs of the Parliament's Conduct, 
we have nothing to ſay.—— What His Majeſty in his Good- 
neſs will do; we know not; theſe don't affect the main Argu 
ment; ſuch Conſequences we are perſuaded will determine 
no Man to go contrary to the Dictates of his own Mind. 
Let us leave Events to the Care of Almighty GP. 
P. 16. He obſerves, That nothing was objeRted to the firſt 
Part of the AR, that affects the Rioters or Fugitives them. 
ſelves. As Im informed, this Gentleman is certainly in the 
Right; but there are Objections againſt it nn 
See the Defence, p. 19 and 20, . | 
P. 16, 17 and 18. He gives a ſhort State of be n 99 
Difficulties concerning the intercommuning Clauſe, — the 
Reward jo Informers, &. the Appointment on "_ f 
fiery — and the Penalties annexed to their Neglect. 
The Readers will ſee theſe, and other Objections repre- 
femed bythe Layman, the Defence, 8 aun to the Au- 
* and Queries, &c. 5 
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Ing of 13, 0.5 21 P. compare with the Letter teln Author. p. 19, 
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At the Foot of p. 18. He does the Juſtice to the obje: 
King Clergy, to ſay, That they by no Means compare King 
© Famer's Declaration with the preſent AR, 4 Fayour denied 
them by the Author of the LawfulneſF, &c. | | 

P. 19. The Gentleman yields, That a Caſe may be 
« ſuppoſed of a Law enacted ſo inconſiſtent with the Laws of 
* Gop, or of natural Fuſtice, that a good Man would rather 
lay down his Office in the Society, than be concerned — as 


2 Miniſter in publiſhing it. So far he allows a Miniſter's 


Publication to imply an Acquieſcence ; or that at leaſt, for 
other Reaſons, he ſhould not publiſh a Law contrary to na- 
tural Juſtice, But then "ſays; p. 20. This muſt not be car - 
< ried fo far, as that the Subjects can take upon them — to 
judge of the Equity or Expediency of every Law that paſſes.” 
And for obviating the Difficulty of the intercommuning 
Clauſe, gives in p. 21, 22, 23. Inftances, where ex ma- 
li moribus, Laws have ariſen ——-ſevere and fan- 
© guinary, And adds, That there is no End of the Subjects 
« diſcanting upon the Equity of Laws ;——'That the. Legifla- 
ture are the only competent Judges ; That Subjects, whoe- 
ver they are, when commanded to notify them, can't be per- 
* mitted, conſiſtently with the Order of Society, to ſay, The 
* Law, in our Opinion, is unjuſt, and we will have nothing to 
do with it,” To this tis replied, ARCS 5 
That Penalties ate à Part of a Law; that Laws may become 
unjuſt by their Sanctions, as well as their Commands; that the 
Publication, in either Caſe, is equally criminal: And the Gentle» 
man allows, that the Publication of a Law directly contrary to 
natural Juſtice, is not proper Work for any Man. See the Lay. 
man, p. , 10. 20, 21. Defence, p. $,9, 10, 11. Tis furs 
ther argued, That the Caſe differs widely, when the Appoint- 
ment extends to Men whoſe proper Office it is not to publiſh 
the Law, that they, Miniſters eſpecially, ſhould be ſatisfied of 


the Laws being good and reaſonabſe. Tis not alike dangerous 


to Society, that before one go out of his own Sphere to publiſh 


2 Law, he conſiders whether it be agreeable to his Sentiments 


or not, becauſe ſhould he decline, there are others more pro- 
per for the Purpoſe. See Letter to the Author, p. 10,11, 
18 19. Layman, p. 6, 7. 8. Defence 6, 7. 8. Tees 
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if this Reaſoning be juſt, e re a Miniſter can be ſatisfied to pu · 
bliſn the intercommuning Clauſe, it ſeems neceſſary to prove, not 
only that ſevere Laws may be made, anc Intercommuning may 
in certain Caſes be lawful, but that tis fit and neceſſary in tie 
preſent, even under the Penalties of Death and Confiſcation, 
Sr. The Reader is deſired to conſult the whole of what is 
ſaid concerning Intercommuning in the Queries, Letter to the 
Autbor, Layman and Defence. 1. 2 
The Gentleman in the fore cited Pages mentions the Inter» 
communing of the #altham Black Act; to this ſee an An- 
ſwer, Defence p. 38. 2 | « 

He further cites Act of Parliament of Scotland, July 19th 

1690, to prevent the murdering of Children; but this was ap- 
pointed to be read in all the Pariſh-churches, by the Reader 
of the Pariſh, not by the Miniſter, nor in Time of Divine 
Service, paſſing other remarkable Differences, ſince the Gentie · 
man is ſo ingenious as not to propoſe it as a Parallel, 

P. 24. he obſerves, That the Reward to Informers is ne 
new or unknown Thing in the Law of Scotland, and cites Act 
1661, impoſing Fines upon Swearers, &c. the Half whereof 
to be given to the Informer and Proſecutor ; but does not pre- 
tend, t hat this Informer was to be a Witneſs, far leſs does he 
aver, (with our other Authors) that he can point out a Law 
where the Infermer is indemaified, and allowed to witneſs, for 
taking away the Life of another, and alſo receive 200 7. 

At the Foot of this Page he cites the 21ſt AR 1 567, which 
enacts, that Reſets and Intercommuners with Thieves, in 
coming to, or paſſing from their theftuous Deeds ſbail be cal. 
led therefore at particular Diets .criminally, as Art and 

Part, &c. This at once ſhows, as we had Occaſion formerly 
to obſerye, that the Legiſlature: in Interco vunings, have hi- 
therto conſidered the real Criminals in th | 1ediate Acts of 
Wickedneſs ; and therefore. intercommunE ners, that thoſe 
unlawful Deſigns may be defeat, and fo the Perſons wha: 
harbour them are puniſhed as /oci4 criminis, becauſe aſſiſtant, 
and ſometimes indiſpenſiby neceſſary to them in their accom-- 
plifhing the Deed. I know not, but I might inftance the pre- 
ſent Caſe, according to the Froverb, ¶ there were no Reſet, 


were. 
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ters would be no * . But this is' nowiſe applicable to thd | 
Clauyſe-in Queſtion, Porteous is gone to his Place. © © 
As to the Order upon Miniſters, &c. mentioned by the 
Gentleman, p. 25th, See the Layman. p. 6. 7, 8, 28. 29. 
Defence, p. 5th. — Since the Act for more effectual, &c, - 
contains Hardſhips on the. Fugitate, a Clauſe relating to In- 
formers, Miniſters, Se. I can't as yet join with the Gentle- 

man, That even Yppoſing there was nothing directly ſinful in 
the AG irfelf, that the Order on Miniſters amounts only to. 
this, That they ſhould give Notice to the People to beware 
of concealing or barbouring the Fugitive, beſides the Silence 
of Miniſters cannot endanger them, Layman, p. 28. 

As to his Argument drawn from Charity, ſee it retorted, 
; Fame ty the Author, p. 18. 

P. 26. He mentions it as an ordinary Ting to read Papi 
from the Pulpit, SS. See Defence, p. 46. if Miniſters 
would have obeyed this Act, ſuppoſe it had come from the* 
Magiſtrates, as he thinks in the ſame: Paragraph, they are'cer- 
tainly much to blame, ſeeing the Act contains a Number. of 
very different Things, beſides warning intercommun'd Per- 
ſons of their Danger: 5 His luſtante of the Peftilence will 
riot hold. 

When he ſays, P. 27. That if a Law is in Force, and will 
be ſo whether it is publiſhed or not, whether it be right or, 
wrong, it cin be no Crime in any Man to give Notice of 
it, Sc. I can't fo well reconcile this with what is allow- 
ed p. 19th, and muſt be forgiven to differ, unfil the Reaſoning 
in the Pamphlets upon this Head to which we have referred, 
is anſwered, Layman, Pages 20, 21, 23. Defence, P. 9. 


\Rons on the Miniſters, 1 refer to the re, * 


laſt cited. ! 
Concerning the Whole of this Gentleman 25. 26, 27 


Pages, vide Letter to the Author, p. 9, 10, to the ig. 
With reſpe& to Civil Eftabliſhment granted“ ro all Eccle- 

ſiaſtical Judicatories, p. 28. ſee Defence p. 27, 28. | 
In the ſame Place, fo p. 29. He anſwers to what is ob- 5 

jected. That by the preſent Act there may be a Ceſſation of 


| Prechyterian Church: Government, 
Firſts 
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x Firf, That the Objection was founded on Lenity, aud 
that it ſounds ſomewhat odd to ſay to a Superior, Ye might, 
ba ve turned me out altogetber for this firſt. Treſpaſs, but 
you could not ſuffer me to continue a Miniſter of the ela- 
bliſbed Church, without enjoying all the Offices and Pri-« 
 *teges of ſuch. I ſhall'beg Leave to obſer ve, that the ob- 
jecting Clergy by no Means think their Neglect of reading the 
Act of Parliament would be a ſufficient Cauſe of turning 
them out of the Church altogether; ſo that they can't conſider 
the preſent Penalty as a Piece of Lenity. They proceed on 
this Principle, 7, bat for no Offence whatever ougbt any Aus 
tbority to inflict ſuch a Penalty, as might deſiroy a Con-. 
flitution unalterably ſettled; to prevent this, they imagine, 
that if Miniſters offend as Subjécts, the Civil Magiſtrate may 
- Puniſh them as ſuch; if, as Clergymen, their own Peers; 
and in caſe their Crime is of ſuch a Nature, that their being 
continued Members ot the eftabliſhed Church woulg be de- 
ſtructive to Society, then ſome of the Clergy allow, that the 
Government may at firſt Inſtance turn, them , out of the 
Church. Others ſay, That according to our Security, it 
can only be done by Conſequence; and that the Principle in 
0 and Philoſophy, majors ineſt minus, does not hold 
re. 4 1 
Vide Tetter to the Author, p. 21, — 26. Defence, 
P. 31, 35. where tis alſo. ſhown, that the Objeftion is not, as 
the Gentleman thinks, p. 29 too refined, or founded on an 
extravagant Suppoſition, but that in Reality, if the Law is put 
in Execution, there muſt be a Ceſſation of Presbyterian Go- 
vernment, not ahove. ſix or ſeven (as we hear) having o-; 
deyed the Act as thereby directed. Neither does the Sup- 
erer depend upon Miniſters diſobeying the firſt, and obey» 
ivg all the reſt ; for ſhould they negle& to read altogether, 
there is Ground to think they are nevertheleſs the legal Minis 
feers of this Church. And tis further argued in the foreciied 
Places, that tho all don't diſobey, there will ſtill be a Ruin of 
our Conſtitution in Proportion io the Number of Tranſgreſ- 
fors, which ſeems equally contrary to our legal Security, 
A to what the Gentleman obſeryes coucerning the ſecond: | 
„ eos aw H e | | Penalty, Gr 
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. Penalty, Þ 29, —33 vide Letter fo the Author, p. 26 30. 
Tayman, p. 23. 

He inſtances Miniſters being obliged to take the Oaths . 
Allegiance and Abjuration under the Penalty of Depre- 
y:tion, To this tis anſwered, That Miniſters who take theſe 
Oaths conſider themſelves as under an antecedent Obligation 
to give Aſſurance of their, Fidelity, but are under no ſuch Obli- 
gation in the preſent Caſe; ſee this explained, Defence, P. 27, 
453 40. 

The Gentleman ſuppoſes that there can be no good Rea- 
Pn aſſigned of the Difference of che two Caſes, or why it ſhould 
be law tul or comperent to deprive a Miniſter for not ſwearing 
Allegiance to the King, and yet not lawful to deprive him 
for not giving Obedience to the whole Legiſlature in a pare 
ticular Inſtance, Sc. He further notices, That Loyalty or 
Allegiance includes not only a fincere Acknowledgement of 
the King's Title, but comprehends alſo actual Obedience to 
his lawful Commands, Im perſwaded the Auther of this 

.etter is tog good a Reafoner, not to ſee that this Principle 

12y ſoon be carried too far. Sure he does not think that 
eren Act of Diſobedience will warrant the Magiſtrates de- 
priving à Gentleman of his Freebold, or a Minifter of his 
A; therefore, e're his Obſervation (allowing it at preſent 
to be good in general) can be applied to the Caſe in Haad; 
it will be neceſſary to ſhow, That Miniſters taking an Oath, 
wherein they thenſſelves are alone concerned, is the ſame with 
their Publication of a Law, and its Penalties too, to their ſeveral 
Cangregations. That Miniſters Stipends depend as much on the 
Publication of civil Acts in Time of Divine Worſhip, &. as 
on their taking proper Oaths to the Government ;—— That 
the reading the AR concerning Porteous in all its Punctilior, 
is as good a Teſt of Loyalty, as the 4{Jurance,Q&c. or at leaſt 
a neceſſary Conſequence thereof; — That a Miniſter's re- 
Fuſing to obey the one, makes him as bad a SubjeR, as that of 
the oer ;——— That they are Wider the ſame Obligations to 
both;. 
Iters Neglect of publithing, Se. That his reading is no 

Vay unlawful That it does not infringe on his Liberty, or 
Fring along with it ſuch other Conſequences as make it unrea- 
fouable * to 1 + | | 
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4 From the 34th Page to the End of the Letter, the Gentle. 
5 man endeavours to remove the Objection ariſing from the great 
Offence that the reading of this Act gives the People; and ve- 
Ty juſtly obſerves, That ſome Pamphlets have been pübliſhed 
to toment the Diſſatisfaction. I am perfectly of his Sentiments, 
that where Miniſters ſee it Duty to obey, no Conſequence 
whatever ought to diſcourage them: And Ibelieve the Gentle. 
man will agree, that if they can't, in a Conſiſtency with the 
Apoſtle's Rule, Fhatſoever is not of Faith is Sin, yield a , 
chearful Obedience, nothing that paſt in Parliament, or any 
Apprehenſion of the threatned Penalties, ſhould fright thein 
in to a Compliance. And 'tis certainly true, that when a Cler- 
gyman has many Scruples about publiſhing this Act, the Of- 
fence which it muſt neceſſarly give, not only to the unthinking 
Rabble, but perhaps ſome of the beſt and wiſeſt, ought to 
have its own Weight, The ſcandalizing of Chriſtians is not 
a Matter of Moon-ſhine, nor will it fit eaſy on the Mind of 
one who believes the Doctrine of the New Teſtament, and 
knows, that if he once become contemptible, he can be no 
longer uſeful as a'Miniſter of the Goſpel. ' 
Abſtracting from the Authority enjoining this Act to be 
read, it has been often uſed a ſeparate Argument. As that the 
. People of England, without Ground, fancy the Scots Cler- 
zy are diſloyal and Entbiſi afts ; therefore they ought to pu- | 
\ bliſh the above Law :—But the People of Scotland fancy, | 
that by ſo doing, they would give up with Pre syterian Prin- 
_ ciples, therefore they ought not to comply. One Fancy ſeems 
to be a tolerable good Anſwer to another. To whom do Mi- 
niſters of this Church, under Cob, owe their preſent legal 
Eſtabliſkment,, but to the Inclinations of the People of Scots 
land? Are they for "og I to be intirely diſregarded i ? Is 
this a grateful Retug ? 
It has been ſhown in the Defence concerning the Part of the 
Act which relates to the Rioters, that the ſame Methods are 
not taken for preventing the ent from being F uzitate, ag 
in Caſes where the. Conſequences of Fugitation are equally fa- 
tal. And I bad almoſt forgot to obſerve, that this peculiar 
Hardſhip extends to the intercommuning Clauſe. I can ſcarce 
without Tears, ſuppoſe a 1 Father receiving his dutiful Son 
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Py 50 Ar el after” à dangtt du ere when in in | the. 
'midft of that Eadcarments, ar Officer of the Juſticia:'y hows - 
the hes oe ef the Fugitate ant now” theFather wot give op 
"be peſt-of Sons, the Support of bis old Age, the mot Anno: 
cent Creature alive, 36" an untimely? Death; Bur“ their, 


nuthal Conſte raue, "the Horror, the Agony of Mind 


+ ſhart-Miv'd Jay, Taſting Paid; mournful Parting : What 
lows is tog frightul"t6-behoid,- roo roufy} to nharrate 
N Wort, The Difficulties about the AG leem not to de 
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mit if che Eadcarments, an Officer of the Juſticia:y Khows | 
the bes 00 de ef ihe Fugitate, and now theFatber moſt give op 
be peſt of Sons, the Support of bis old Age, the moſt inno: 
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cant Creature alive, 40” an untimely. Death; BU their, 


mutbal Confteraation?* the | Horror, the Agony” of Mind 
Ab / ſhort-liv'd Joy, Faſting Paid, mournful Parting : What 
lows is 09 frigbful t behoid,. roo roufy} to narrate.. © * 
ln ſp ert, The Difficulties about the AE ſeem not to be 


miri, tho couſideted ſeparately, but they acquire Kerr 
S wen joined and pat altoꝶ ther. 
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